U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Office of Public and Indian Housing

Secretary's Representatives, Notice PIH 98-39 (HA)
St at e/ Area Coordi nat ors, | ssued: July 14, 1998
Directors, Ofices of Public Housing Expires: July 31, 1999
Directors, Ofices of Housing

Adm ni strators,

Area Ofices of Native

Ameri can Prograns, Executive

Directors, Public and Indian

Housi ng Authorities

Subj ect: PROCESSI NG OF GRANT APPLI CATI ONS FOR FI SCAL YEAR (FY)
1998 SUPERNOFA - Drug Elimnation in Public and
Assi st ed Housi ng Prograns

1. PURPOSE

This notice provides instructions for processing grant
applications submtted for funding under the Fiscal Year
(FY) 1998 Super NOFA for Housi ng and Community Devel opnent
Progranms. Covered under this processing notice are the FY
1998 Public Housing Drug Eli mnation Program (PHDEP); FY
1997 carryover funds bei ng nade avail abl e to housing
authorities that did not receive an award under the May 23,
1997, PHDEP NOFA; and the New Approach Anti-Drug Program
(NAADP), fornmerly known as the Safe Nei ghborhood G ant
Program ( SNG) .

2. APPLI CABI LI TY

This notice is applicable to those Public Housing

Aut horities (PHAs), Tribally Designated Housing Entities
(TDHEs), Indian Housing Authorities (I1HAs), and owners of
assi sted housing properties eligible to submt grant
applications for FY 1998 PHDEP and NAADP funds and FY

1997 carry-over PHDEP funds. The term Housing Authority
(HA) shall include PHAs and IHAs. The termField Ofice
(FO shall refer to |ocal Public Housing HUBs, Multifamly
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HUBs, Public Housing Program Centers, Miultifamly Program
Centers, and Area Ofices of Native Anerican Prograns
( AONAPS) .

BACKGROUND

HUD announced the availability of FY 1998 funding in the
amount of $243, 563, 000 under the PHDEP for use in
reducing/elimnating drug-related crine in and around public
and assi sted housing communities; $44,935,934 in FY 1997
carry-over funds; $20, 000,000 for the New Approach Anti-Drug
Program and $2, 000, 000 for the Public Housing Drug

El i m nati on Technical Assistance (TA) Program A

Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) announcing funding for
t hese prograns was published in the Federal Register/Vol.

63, Nunmber 61 on Tuesday, March 31, 1998.

On Friday, May 29, 1998, HUD published a Techni cal
Correction to the Super NOFA for Housing and Community

Devel opment Prograns. The technical correction affects
Section I.C(3)(a) and (b) of the PHDEP, found on page 15587.
The Techni cal Amendnent directs HAs to confirmvalidate unit
counts with the local Field Ofice (Ofice of Public Housing
or Area Ofice of Native American Prograns) before they
submt their applications, and provides instructions to FGs
on how to validate/confirmunit counts. Appendix 1 of this
Noti ce includes a copy of the PHDEP technical correction.

At Section IV of the Super NOFA (" Application Subm ssion
Requi renents") the Technical Correction added a second
par agraph to read:

"..An applicant shall submt only one application, per
housi ng authority, for each drug elim nation program
contained in this program section of the Super NOFA.
Joint applications are permtted only in those cases
where HAs have a single adm nistration (such as HAs
managi ng anot her HA under contract or HAs sharing a
common Executive Director). In those cases, a separate
budget, plan, and tinmetable and unit count shall be
supplied in the application.”

DEFI NI TI ONS
The definitions for the PHDEP are contained in 24 CFR 761 of
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the "Streanlined" Consolidated Public and Assisted Housing
Drug Elimnation Programfinal rule dated March 28, 1996

5. ELI G BLE AND | NELI G BLE ACTI VI TI ES

Eligible and ineligible activities under the FY 1998 PHDEP
and NAADP are described in Section | (E) of the PHDEP and
New Approach NOFAs contai ned within the Super NOFA.

6. HUD REFORM ACT PROVI SI ONS

A The HUD Reform Act of 1989 prohibits any applicant from
gai ning an advantage in the conpetition as a result of
receiving confidential information. The final rule,

(24 CFR Part 4) "Prohibition of Advance D scl osure of
Fundi ng Deci sions,"” which inplenents section 103 of the
Ref orm Act, specifically prohibits advance discl osure
of the foll ow ng:

(1) information regarding an applicant's relative
st andi ng;

(2) ampount of assistance requested by any other
appl i cant;

(3) identity of any other applicant;
(4) nunber of applications; and

(5) any other information contained in another
appl i cation.

B. HUD enpl oyees who have specific program questions, such
as whet her particular subject matter can be di scussed
W th persons outside the Departnent, should contact the
FO counsel. HQ s counsel for the program nay be
contacted on (202) 708-3815.

7. FUND ASSI GNVENT PLAN
The fund assignnent plan for distributing grant funds to
be awarded under the FY 1998 Super NOFA wi ||l be in accordance
wi t h Handbook 1830.4, REV-2, dated July 31, 1986.

8. DI STRI BUTI ON OF FUNDS
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HUD will distribute funds under a national conpetition for
PHDEP and NAADP, and in accordance with Section I.(C(3) of
t he PHDEP NOFA and Section |I.(C)(4) of the New Approach
NCFA.

HQ ONAP, HUB, AND PROGRAM CENTER (FO RESPONSI BI LI TI ES

A Headquarters PIH Grants Managenent Center (GVC) will be
responsi bl e for managi ng and coordi nating the FY 1998
PHDEP and NAADP nati onal conpetitions. The GMC wil |l
convene technical eval uation panels and coordinate the
review and scoring of Factors 2 and 3 for PHDEP and
NAADP applications in Application Processing Centers
(APC). The APC for FY 1998 and FY 1997 carryover
funding for PHDEP will be located in the New York
HUD O fice of Public Housing. The PHDEP G ant
Adm nistrator for GMC at the APC is Sherry Fobear -
McCown, (202) 358- 0312, ext. 126.

A revi ew panel for NAADP applications wll be
established by GMC in Washington D.C., for the review
of Factors 2 and 3. GMC will coordinate and nanage
this review with assistance fromstaff of Multifamly
Housi ng and Headquarters Conmmunity Safety and
Conservation (CSC). The GV C Grant Administrator is
Eric Axelrod, (202) 358-0312, ext. 121. The

Mul tifam |y Housing Advisor is Henry Col onna, (804)278-
4500, ext. 3027.

B. Headquarters’ Comrunity Safety and Conservati on (CSCD)
Division will serve as Program Techni cal Advisor to the
GMC in managi ng the PHDEP and NAADP conpetitions. The
CSCD Techni cal Advisor for PHDEP is Bertha Jones, (202)
708- 1197, ext. 4237. The CSCD Techni cal Advisor for
New Approach applications is Mary Barry (202) 708-1197,
ext. 5616.

C. Al'l Native American applications will be scored by the
National O fice of Native American Prograns Application
Processing Center (ONAP-APC), |ocated in Denver
Col orado. The ONAP-APC wi Il convene a panel, with
oversight from GVMC, and coordi nate the revi ew and
scoring of Factors 2 and 3 for applications received
fromTribally Designated Housing Entities (TDHEs) and
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| ndi an Housing Authorities (IHAs) for FY 1997 and FY
1998 PHDEP funding. The Gant Adm nistrator for ONAP
is Tracy Qutlaw, (303) 675-1690, ext. 3323.

Field Ofices of Public Housing and Assisted Housing
will be the delivery points for receipt of

applications. The O fice which receives applications
shall date stanp and log themin using the Master Logs
in Appendix 2, in coordination with the Ofice of

Publ ic Housing. Were applications will be sent to
anot her office for processing, follow instructions in
Paragraph 11(B)(7), page 8 of this Notice. Ofices of
Publ i ¢ Housing shall be the central coordination point
for physical managenent, |ogin, routing, and processing
of PHDEP/ NAADP applications for review and scoring of
Factors 1, 4, and 5. FOs wll review and assign points
for Factors 1 and 4, and Enpower nent Zone/ Enterprise
Community (EZ/ EC) bonus points, and forward
applications to Secretary’s Representatives for review
and rating of Factor 5 (see Section below for further
information). FGs shall forward applications and

revi ew docunentation to the appropriate APCs as
instructed el sewhere in this Notice. FGs shall assign
Field Ofice Gant Admnistrators (FOGAs) to coordinate
and manage processing, and provide GMC (Sherry Fobear -
McCown @ Pl HPOST4) with the names and phone nunbers of
t he designated FOGAs no | ater than June 15, 1998.

FO responsibilities begin with recei pt of applications
and continue through the grant life cycle for selected
applicants. FOs will receive and route copies of
applications to the Public Housing and Multifamly
Housing reviewers, and Secretary’s Representatives, as
applicable. FGs will train reviewers, collect HUD

Ref orm Act certifications, route applications to and
coll ect score sheets fromMiltifamly Housi ng and
Secretary’s Representatives; distribute, collect, and
val i date score sheets; package and ship applications
(one original and one copy) and score sheets to the
APCs, and all other functions associated with |ocal FO
processing. FOs will retain one copy of applications
for use in preparing grant agreenents and nonitoring.
The PHDEP Support Center will retain applications wth
original signatures for archival purposes. Follow ng
grant award and execution, FOs wll forward the

PHDEP PROCESSI NG NOTI CE



executed grant docunments with original signatures to

t he PHDEP Support Center, to be archived with the
original applications. Gant applications will be
processed in accordance with this Notice, and
appl i cabl e procedures outlined in PIH G ants Managenent
Handbook 7490.01 issued April 7, 1993, for receipt,
screening and threshold, review and scoring, selection,
grant agreenent execution, paynent procedures,
nmonitoring, review of reports, grant anendnents, and
final reports.

Secretary's Representatives shall designate a FOGA to
manage recei pt of applications fromFGs, and review
and scoring of Factor 5 by the Secretary’s
Representatives or their designees. Secretary’s
Representatives shall provide the GMC with the nane and
nunber of their FOGA no later than June 15, 1998.

Secretary’s Representatives shall score applications on
the Factor 5 score sheet found in Appendix 6 of this
Notice. The FOGA for Secretary’s Representatives shal
overnight mail the conpleted score sheets to the
appropriate FOs to arrive no | ater than Wdnesday,

July 1, 1998.

Si nul t aneously (upon conpletion of scoring Factor 5),
Secretary’s Representatives will be responsible for

mai ling all applications back to the Field

O fices fromwhich they cane. FGOs receive only 1
original and 2 copies of applications. The original
and one copy are forwarded to the APCs, and the second
copy is forwarded to the Secretary’s Representatives
(unless FO elects to make an extra copy, which could
del ay processing). The second copy forwarded to the
Secretary’s Representatives nmust be returned tinely

to the FOs, where it is retained as the field

of fice copy and used for preparation of grant docunents
and noni toring.

Each of the above offices shall designate a Field

O fice Gant Adm nistrator (FOGA) to nanage the | ocal
FY 1998 Drug Eli m nation grant application process by
no | ater than Mynday, June 15, 1998, and provide via
cc:mail or fax the nanme, nunber, cc:mil address, and
fax nunber of the FOGA to Sherry Fobear- McCown at GWVC,
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10.

Pl HPOST4, fax nunber (202) 358-0246, phone nunber (358-
0312, ext. 126.

Field Ofices of Public Housing wll coordinate
processi ng of New Approach Anti-Drug Program
applications. Staff in Multifamly Housing wll review
and rate Factors 1 and 4 for these applications with
assistance fromPIH staff.

APPLI CATI ON DUE DATES AND SUBM SSI ONS

A

The application due date for all PHDEP applications is
June 15, 1998. Applications accepted as tinely wll
vary dependi ng on the nethod of delivery described

bel ow.

Hand Carried Applications: Application packets
submtted to HUD FOs nust have an original and two
identical copies of the original application. These
applications will be accepted during nornmal business
hours before the application due date. On the
application due date, business hours will be extended
to 6:00 p.m (Appendix A to SuperNOFA |ists hours of
operation for HUD Field Ofices).

Mai | ed Applications: [If postmarked on or before 12: 00
m dni ght June 15, 1998, they will be accepted as tinely
if received by June 25, 1998.

Applications sent by Overni ght/Express Miil Delivery:
These applications nmust be received by no |ater than
June 15, 1998, or upon subm ssion of docunentary

evi dence they were placed in transit with the overnight
delivery service by no later than 12: 00 m dni ght

June 15, 1998. Appendix "A" of the SuperNOFA lists the
hours of operation for HUD Field Ofices, which wll be
extended to 6:00 p.m on the application due date.

Consol i dated Application Subm ssions: Were an
applicant can apply for fundi ng under nore than one
programin the Super NOFA, the applicant needs to submt
only one originally signed SF-424 and one set of
original signatures for other required assurances and
certifications acconpanied by the matrix contained in
each application kit. Copies of these docunents nay be
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submtted with any additional applications submtted by
t he applicant.

11. FY 1998 FI ELD OFFI CE PROCESSI NG

A

CENERAL. FGs will receive and process FY 1997 and FY
1998 PHDEP, and FY 1998 NAADP grant applications, and
certify receipt of Drug Elimnation Gant applications.
FGs shall ensure that the FY 1998 PHDEP application
process is conducted in accordance with the procedures
set forth in the FY 1998 Super NOFA, rel ated HUD

regul ations, this Notice, PIH G ants Managenent
Handbook 7490.01 issued April 7, 1993, relevant OVB
Crculars (specifically OMB G rcular A-87), handbooks,
and any additional guidance as nmay be provided by GVC.

(1) This Notice includes several appendices for use by
FOs in processing of Factors 1, 4, and 5 for
Publ i ¢ Housing drug elimnation grant
applications. Materials inclusive of Factors 2
and 3 are reference only. Additional instructions
may be issued if necessary.

(2) The tinmetable for Super NOFA events will be carried
out in accordance with the tinetable set forth in
paragraph 17 (page 22) of this Notice and ot her
instructions issued by GVC

APPLI CATI ON RECEI PT, ACKNOW.EDGEMENT, AND SORTI NG

(1) Applications will be submtted by the applicant to
each designated FO in accordance with the FY 1998
Super NOFA. Refer to the tinetable in paragraph 17
(page 22) of this Notice.

(2) FOs will date and tine stanp applications as they
are received and record on Master Logs. Retain
all envel opes in which applications are received
as verification of receipt date. Pull TABs 16
(PHDEP) and 13 (New Approach) fromthe
appl i cations, Acknow edgnment of Application
Recei pt, conplete and return to applicants.

(3) Applications will be sorted and separated
according to type: ‘97 PHDEP,*®98 PHDEP, and New
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(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

Appr oach.

Applications will be |l ogged in on the Master Logs
(Appendi ces 2, 2a, 2b and 2c). Separate Master
Logs will be maintained for '97 PHDEP, '98 PHDEP
and New Approach applications. Provide a copy of
the Master Logs to FHEO, and request in the
transmttal, information whether any applicants
have outstanding fair housing violations rendering
their applications ineligible for funding.

When all applications have been | ogged in, the FGCs
will fax or cc:mail the three (3) Master Logs by
programtype, using Appendix 2 as a separate file,
to the PIH Grants Managenent Center (GVO),
Attention: Vivian E. WIllianms, D rector
Categorical Grants Division, fax nunbers (202)
358- 0258 or (202) 358-0244, or by cc:nmail at

Pl HPOST4, phone nunber (202) 358-0312, extension
127. AONAPs will transmt Master Logs for NAADP
applications to GV, and PHDEP applications to
Tracy Qutlaw at Lotus Notes address Tracy

CQut | aw ONAP/ DEN HUD@HUD or fax nunber (303) 675-
1660. Typed logs via cc:mail transm ssion are
preferred. A separate file (nane: Msterlog) is
included with the electronic subm ssion of this
Notice to facilitate cc:mail transm ssion of |o0gs.

In order to verify and validate grant application
information, GMC w |l request fromeach FO via
cc:mail, verification/confirmation of the
Application Master Log information. GMC w ||
verify nunber of applications by type, nunber of
|ate or ineligible, and fundi ng anobunts request ed.

If a FOreceives an application not inits
jurisdiction by the application deadline date or
intends to ship applications to another office
staffed to process grant applications, the FO w ||
ensure the follow ng actions take place:

(a) Date and tine stanp the application, but do
not record on Master Log;

(b) Notify the appropriate FO by tel ephone that
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the applications are being forwarded. Send a
message to the designated G ant Adm ni strator
(FO®A) at the receiving FO via cc:mail, with
a copy to GV Sherry Fobear - McCown at

Pl HPOST4, indicating which applications are
bei ng f orwarded.

(c) The applicationis to be forwarded within 24
hours of its receipt via overnight mail with
atransmttal neno to the FOGA. The FO
receiving the application wll:

(1) Per instructions in this notice,
log in the application on its
Master Logs according to the prior
FO recei pt date and tinme; and

(2) Attach any FOtransmtta
docunentation to the Master Log.

(3) Notify GMC via cc:mail (Sherry
Fobear - McCown at PI HPOST4) that the
appl i cations have been received.

APPLI CATI ON SCREENI NG

(1)

(2)

(3)

Grant applications shall be screened using
Appendi x 3 (Screening Checklist), in accordance
wi th Chapter 2 of PIH Handbook 7490.01 and ot her
gui dance as may be issued by GVC.

Screening - conplete a Screening Checklist for
each application. The FOGA shall confirmduring
screening that HAs obtained FO validation and
confirmation of the unit count I n advance of
submtting the application, and in accordance with
procedures contained in the Super NOFA Techni cal
Correction (see Appendix 1 for Techni cal
Correction). Refer back to Paragraph 3 of this
Not i ce regardi ng nmet hodol ogy and FO responsibility
for validating unit counts.

Al TDHEs shall validate/confirmthe unit
count with the AONAP Adm ni strat or. Unit counts
must be counted as Current Assisted Stock under
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t he I ndi an Housing Bl ock Gant Program and in
accordance with the Super NOFA Techni cal
Correction.

D. APPLI CATI ON DEFI ENCI ES

FOs will record applications with deficiencies on
Appendi x 4 (Correctabl e Deficiencies Log) and

i mredi ately notify applicants in witing by facsimle
transm ssion (retain fax transmttal confirmation
sheets), and followup letter, Return-Receipt
Requested. Applicants have 14 cal endar days from
recei pt of the HUD notification to submt corrections
of technical deficiencies or clarifications. The
foll owi ng technical deficiencies shall be considered
correctabl e:

(1) If an HA is not covered under a “Local”
Consolidated Plan and is only covered under a
“State” Plan, and coul d not secure appropriate
signatures for the Certification of Consistency
with the Consolidated Plan (Tab 13J), FGOs shal
contact CPD staff for reconciliation with the
State’s Consolidated Plan before the
application is forwarded to the appropriate APC.
Appl i cations shall not be deened ineligible where
HAs attenpted, but could not obtain the required
State signatures for the Certification of
Consi stency with the Consolidated Pl an.

(2) HA applications shall not be considered
ineligible if the FO provided an inaccurate
unit count confirmation/validation. |In such
cases, the FOw || provide the correct unit
count during the curable deficiency period,
and adjust the anount of funding accordingly if
application is selected for funding.

(3) HAs may submt a single SF-424 for the FY
1997 PHDEP Set - Asi de and FY 1998 PHDEP
funding, or HAs may use the funding matri x.
If the funding matrix is used in lieu of the
separate SF-424, the application wll be
considered eligible in either instance.
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E. ROUTI NG OF APPLI CATI ONS FCR FI ELD OFFI CE/ SECRETARY' S
REPRESENTATI VE SCORI NG

Grant applications with review and rating instructions,
score sheets, and reviewer Reform Act certifications
(Appendi x 6) are to be routed as foll ows:

(1) PHDEP (FY 1997 and FY 1998 applications)

One copy - mail overnight to the Secretary's
Representative (rating instructions, Factor 5
score sheet, and certification).

One copy - route to Field Ofice PIH reviewer
(review instructions, Factor 1 and 4 score sheets,
and certification form.

Oiginal - retainin Field Ofice/PlH unti
scoring is conpleted. The original and field
office copy of all applications, along with t
original and one copy of the score sheets w |l
forwarded to the appropriate APC.

he
| be

(2) New Approach

One copy - mail overnight to the Secretary's
Representative (rating instructions, Factor 5
score sheet, and certifications.

One copy - route fromPlIH managenent to

Mul tifam |y managenent with request for review and
scoring of Factors 1 and 4, and offer of PIH staff
and assi stance as necessary and appropri ate.
Provide rating instructions, score sheets for
Factors 1 and 4, and certification forns.

Oiginal - retainin Field Ofice/PIH unti
scoring is conpleted. The original and field
office copy of all applications, along with t
original and one copy of the score sheets w |l
forwarded to the appropriate APC.

he
| be
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(3)

(4)

Secretary's Representatives

Secretary's Representatives are responsi ble for
assigning a Grant Adm nistrator (FOGA), scoring
Factor 5, and conpleting and validating the score
sheets. \When processing is conplete, the
Secretary's Representatives are to forward Fact or
5 score sheets for PHDEP to New York, PHDEP
TDHEs/ | HAs to Denver, and New Approach
applications to HUD Headquarters. Sinultaneously,
Secretary’s Representatives are to package and
overnight mail applications back to the FOs from
whi ch they ori gi nat ed.

Revi ewer Orientation

FOGAs wi Il discuss the requirenments of this
Not i ce, PHDEP/ NAADP overvi ew and updat es,

Super NOFA processing requirenents, eval uation
criteria and high/ medi um | ow scores. The

di scussion wll further address the
responsibilities for supporting scores with
comments and references to persons responsible for
reviewi ng and scoring applications as necessary.
FOGAs shall also collect HUD Reform Act/advance
di scl osure certification forms signed by

revi ewers

APPLI CANT DATA | NPUT FORMS

(1) PHDEP

Wil e applications are being scored,

information fromthe Applicant Data | nput Form
TAB 2 (PHDEP) will be entered in the SM RPH M RS
Grants Managenent Module. |If experiencing
difficulties wth SMRPH MRS i nputs, contact
Lui gi D Ancona at (212) 264-0903, ext. 3649 or
Bob Harnmon at (312) 353-6236, ext. 2356. For
assistance wwth MRS inputs for applications from
TDHEs/ | HAs contact Rob Wng at (303) 675-1600,
ext. 3312.

(a) The FOGA will validate the correctness of al
information entered into each of the required

PHDEP PROCESSI NG NOTI CE

13



G

(2)

screens #1, 2, and 7 of the G ants Managenent
Modul e. After validation the FOGA will copy

the data onto a diskette for transmttal
t he Application Processing Center (APC),

to

which will be located in the New York State

HUB O fice. The Diskette will contain the
SM RPH M RS Grants Managenent databases in
files nanmed DRUG *** DBF and DRUG***. DBT

(**** = Field Ofice Code).

(b) The database nmust include the project summary
on screen 7 and be no nore than 4 to 5 brief
sentences describing the activities supported
by the award. Please assure that this is in

sentence format in upper and | ower case
letters--do not use all capital letters.

Not e: Use the “E"DIT command and then the

function key “F3” to access the Project
Sunmary screen.

(c) The project sunmary will be taken fromthe

dat abase and used in Congressional

notification. The FOGA will ensure that the

summary cont ai ns conpl ete sent ences.

(d) If the databases are not conplete, the FOGA
will be required, in a tinmely manner, to nmake

appropriate corrections and resubmt the
dat abase to the APC

New Appr oach

FGs are not required to performdata input for
Approach. Al information fromthe Lead

New

Applicant Data Input Forns (Tab 1), score sheets,

and additional information as required, wll be

i nput at the GVMC Application Processing Center

(APC) in Washington, DC. FOs will be required to

provi de Master Logs, score sheets, and ot her
docunentation as required by this Notice when
forwardi ng applications to the APC.

REVI EW AND SCORE OF APPLI CATI ONS

(1)

The scoring of PHDEP FY' 97 and FY' 98, and New

PHDEP PROCESSI NG NOTI CE
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(2)

Support (10)
(10)

(3)

Approach applications will involve reviews of
Factors 1 and 4 by Field Ofice staff and Factor 5
by the Secretary's Representative. FGOs are
authorized to use one reviewer to score Rating
Factors 1 and 4. The review and rating of Factors
2 and 3 will be read and scored by two reviewers,
and be conpl eted by three national panels as
fol | ows:

(a) PHDEP. Factors 2 and 3 will be scored by a
the Grants Managenent center (GWC) and Field
O fices PIH and other HUD staff at an
application processing center |located in the
New York State O fice of Public and Indian
Housi ng.

(b) New Approach. Factors 2 and 3 will be scored
by a panel of Multifamly Field Ofice and
GVC staff at a NAADP Application Processing
Center in Washington, DC

(c) PHDEPs from TDHEs/IHAs. Factors 2 and 3
W Il be scored by a panel of Native
Anerican Prograns staff at an Application
Processing Center in the National Ofice of
Native American Prograns, Denver, Col orado.

Applications will be scored in accordance with the
Rating Factors descri bed bel ow

Factor 1 - Capacity/ Organizational Experience (20)
Factor 2 - Need/ Extent of the Problem (25)
Factor 3 - Soundness of Approach/ Quality of Plan (35)
Factor 4 - Leveragi ng Resources/ Comunity
Factor 5 - Conprehensiveness/ Coordi nation

Appendi x 6 provides the score sheets for each
factor and gui dance for assigning high, medium
and low points. FO reviewers shall be instructed
to make conmments on the worksheet to support their
scores and reference tab/page nunbers fromthe
application, as will be done for rating Factors 2
and 3 at the APCs. Scores nust be defensible and
supported by comments reflective of the evaluation
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(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

criteria set forth in the Super NOFA.

For PHDEP, the maxi mum nunber of points is 102.
For New Approach, an application nust receive a
score of at |east 70 points out of 102 points
provided by the five rating factors and EZ/ EC
bonus points. Factors 1 and 4 of New Approach
applications wll be scored by Multifamly Field
Ofice staff wth assistance from Public Housing
field staff.

Bonus Points. The Super NOFA provides for the
award of two bonus points for eligible
activities/projects that are proposed to be

| ocated in federally designated Enpowernent Zones
(EZ), Enterprise Community (EC), or Urban Enhanced
Enterprise Conmmunities that serve EZ/ EC residents.

TIE SCORES. In the event of tie scores at the
APC/ ONAP during the ranking process, applications
w Il be selected in accordance with the
Application Sel ection Process nmandated in Section
1l of each program s NOFA

RECONCI LATI ON OF DI SPARATE SCORES. Wen (APC
reviews only) reviewers have a 10 point but no
nore than 15 points difference in scores, they
will first attenpt to reconcile the gap. They are
the to change their scores as necessary, initial,
date and provide sufficient explanations in
witing to justify the changes and support the
reconciliation.

I n instances where two reviewers at the APC and/or
ONAP have nore than a 15 point difference in their
recommended total scores, applications wll be
scored by a third reviewer. Panel |eaders wll
review all recommendati ons and determ ne final
scor es.

VALI DATI ON OF SCORES. FOGAs will verify that
Factors 1, 4, and 5 are scored, math conputations
are correct, score sheets are signed and dated by
the reviewer, validate all data entered in SM RPH
and sign and date validated score sheets.
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(9) DATA ENTRY OF SCORES. Scores for Factors 1
through 5 will be entered in the appropriate
dat abases at the APC sites (Denver/ New
Yor k/ Washi ngt on, DC).

TRANSFER OF APPLI CATI ONS TO APC FOR HEADQUARTERS REVI EW

When FGs have conpl eted scoring of Factors 1 and
4, and Secretary’s Representatives have conpl et ed
scoring Factor 5 and returned the applications
forwarded for their review, FOs will retain one
copy of the applications and send the original and
extra copy of each application, with original and
duplicate copies of score sheets attached, to the
appropriate APC (New York for PHDEP/ Denver for
PHDEP- TDHE- | HA/ Washi ngton DC for all New
Approach). FGOs shall include the followng itens
when shipping the applications to the APCs:

(1) Transmttal letter. The transmttal letter nust
identify the nunber of boxes by programtype,
applications shipped, and listing of all
ineligible applications with reason for rejection;

(2) Application Master Logs and Correctabl e Deficiency
Log with any ineligible applications identified
and reason listed for rejection;

(3) Application screening checklists, and score and
summary sheets. A conpl eted score sheet nust be
attached to each application with Rating Factors
1, 4, and 5 scores entered on each score sheet.
Curabl e deficiency letters and required
corrections, nust be attached to the application;

(4) Organize and pack applications. Organize by HA
Code sequence with HA Code printed 2" high with
per manent marker on outside upper right hand
corner of each application. PACK FY' 97 PHDEP
FY' 98 PHDEP, AND NEW APPROACH APPLI CATI ONS I N
SEPARATE BOXES.

(5) Diskette of application information from SM RPH
(Public Housing Authorities)/ MRS (TDHEs/ | ndi an

PHDEP PROCESSI NG NOTI CE
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Housi ng Authorities) for PHDEP including 4 - 5
line project summaries entered in English, with
upper and | ower case lettering;

(6) For APC managenent purposes, nunber and | abel
boxes by application type (FY 1997 PHDEP, FY 1998
PHDEP, New Approach), and place transmttal
letter, Master Application |ogs, Correctable
Deficiency Log, SMRPH MRS di skette, and New
Approach diskette in BOX #1. Applications nust be
controlled and accounted for at all tinmes during
this process. Al applications will be sent
overnight mail to the APC. FGs nust check with
their Admnistrative Oficer and mail room
supervi sor for guidance regarding this matter

SHI PPI NG | NSTRUCTIONS. FGOs will ship PHDEP application
boxes to:

PHDEP - PHAS

1. Appl i cation Processing Center
HUD PHDEP G ant Review - July 13-24, 1998
New York State HUB O fice
26 Federal Plaza, 32" Floor, Rm 32116
New Yor k, NY 10278-0068
ATTN:  Terry Bynoe
Phone: (212) 264-0903, ext. 3669

PHDEP - TDHES/ | HAs

AONAPs wi I I ship PHDEP application boxes to:

2. ONAP- APC
U.S. Departnent of HUD
1999 Broadway, Suite 3390
Denver, CO 80202
ATTN.  Tracy Qutl aw
Phone: (303) 675-1600

NEW APPROACH ANTI - DRUG PROGRAM

FOs/ AONAPs wi | | ship New Approach Anti-Drug application
boxes to:

PHDEP PROCESSI NG NOTI CE
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3. PIH Grant Managenment Center
U.S. Departnent of HUD
451 7th St., SW Room B-133
Washi ngton, DC 20410
ATTN.  Eric Axelrod (202) 358-0312, ext. 121

NOTE: Applications boxes nust arrive at their

respective APC no | ater than Wdnesday,
July 8, 1998, 3:00 p.m EDT tine.

COORDI NATI ON AND OVERSI GHT

(1) FGs wll nmonitor and track physical transfer of
grant applications by sending an urgent cc:mail to
the APC that states "when" and "how' the
applications were shipped and "expected arri val
date"; and

(2) Send a copy of all cc:mails regarding this process
to Sherry Fobear-MCown (cc:nmail address is Sherry
Fobear - McCown at PI HPOST4) .

(3) Any violation in carrying out this Notice may
result in funding delays or repeating the scoring
and ranki ng procedures.

(4) HQ, in conjunction with the Ofice of Public and
| ndi an Housi ng Conptroller and other offices, wll
audit a sanple of FOs and the APCs to validate the
revi ew process.

SUBM SSI ON OF SELECTI ON DATA

APC Dat abase Admi nistrators/Gant Adm nistrators in New
York for PHDEP, and in Washi ngton, DC for New Approach,
wi |l be responsible for entering/downl oadi ng appl i cant
data inputs, scores, and project sumrmaries for al
applications. Data will be entered into the
appropriate national databases for each program (using
SM RPH MRS data inputs by FOs where appropriate) and
conducting the ranking of applications by total score
for all factors.

RANKI NG
I n accordance with the FY 1998 Super NOFA, after al
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12.

13.

14.

appl i cations have been scored, G/ APCs will rank the
applications on a national basis. Awards wll be made
in the order ranked until all funds are expended. HUD
wi |l select the highest ranking applications that can
be fully funded first.

AWARD AMOUNTS
All awards will be made to fully fund an application,

except as provided in Section Il1l.(E) of the Super NOFA
(Adj ustnments to Funding).

AVARD RECOMVENDATI ONS

After consultation with the Program O fice, the GMC wi | |
prepare a nmenorandumto the Assistant Secretary, Public and
| ndi an Housing, which includes a listing of the highest
ranked applications recommended for award.

CONGRESSI ONAL NOTI FI CATI ON

A

Congressional notifications for each award wll be
prepared by the New York APC/ GMC based on project
summary information in the Gants Managenent Mdul e and
New Approach dat abases.

The GMC wi I | prepare packages for approval by the

Assi stant Secretary for Public and Indian Housing, and
Housing, for signature of the Assistant Secretary for
Congressi onal and Intergovernnental Relations (CR).
The package will contain a transmttal nmenorandum
Congressional Notification letters for each

award, and a list of awards by location. CR
officially notifies Congress of the selected awards.

After Congress has been notified, GMC w il notify FGs
as to the Congressional notification rel ease date,

aut hori zing rel ease of notification of selection and
non-sel ection |etters.

NOTI FI CATI ONS TO SELECTEES AND NON- SELECTEES

A

GMC will prepare and forward, via cc:nmail, a list of
award recipients and sanple award letters to FGs.
Award letters will not be sent by FGs until
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15.

Congressi onal and I ntergovernnental Rel ations has

conpl eted notifying Congress, GMC has provided FOs with
t he Congressional notification release date, and the
FGs have received the HUD 185 from Headquarters.

FOs will provide witten notification to all applicants
whet her or not they have been selected. Notification
letters will include information regarding scoring
(strengths and weaknesses) and ot her rel evant
information. GMC will provide sanple notification

| etters.

FOs will provide an original signature copy of each
award letter to the Field Accounting Director (FAD) to
reserve and obligate grant funds in accordance with the
tinmetable in this Notice.

FOs will provide the executed grant agreenents to the
| ocal FAD in accordance with the timetable in this
Not i ce.

Further instructions will be issued with regard to C
and D above if procedures have changed under the
Department's 2020 reorgani zati on

GRANT AGREEMENT PREPARATI ON AND EXECUTI ON

A

Grant Docunent Preparation.

Si mul t aneous W th issuance of award letters, FOs wll
prepare for bilateral signature and dispatch to

awar dees the grant award docunent, Form HUD-1044; with
rel ated grant agreenent docunents. G ant agreenents
and related fornms will be prepared in accordance with
Chapter 4 of the PIH G ants Managenent Handbook

7490. 01, and other instructions or standardi zed grant
agreenent formats as may be issued by GMC to assist in
this process.

FGs nmust verify award anmount(s) and may pl ace any
speci al conditions, such as LOCCS edits, reductions in
funding, or programmatic restrictions necessary for
conpliance or performance of the approved award.

Execution of Gant Agreenent. G ant agreenents wll be
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executed bilaterally, wth both parties required to
sign, and Grant Oficers providing final signature.

16. APPLI CATI ON DEBRI EFI NGS

A GVC wi Il provide FOs copies of score sheets and rel ated
docunents to issue with notification letters.

B. PIH s PHDEP Support Center will be available to provide
feedback to those HAs whose applications were not
approved for funding. For assistance or additional
i nformati on contact 1-800-578-3472.

C. The PHDEP Support Center will maintain original and
file copies of applications, score sheets and rel ated
docunent s.

17. FY 1998 Super NOFA GRANT PROCESS Tl METABLE

The PIH Grant Managenent Center, O fices of Public

Housi ng/ AONAP FOs, and APC staff shall execute this process

in accordance with the below tinetable, and any ot her

i nstructions issued by the Departnent.

* DONE
STEP TASKS TI MELI NE( S)

1 A consol i dated national Super NOFA
field training was conduct ed
i n Washi ngton, DC
for potential grantees during April 17,1998

2 PCs/ HUBs/ ONAP desi gnate Field
O fice Adm nistrators (FOGAs)
and provide GVC, via cc: nuil
the GAs nane, cc:nail address
and phone nunber to:
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Sherry Fobear - McCown
(cc:mai |l address: PlIHPOST4) June

GMC provide HUD FO staff guidance

to screen and score Factors 1, 4

and 5, and the FY 1998 Application

Processing Noti ce. June

FOGAs train FO reviewers on

t he PHDEP/ NAADP NOFA, application

process and screening and scoring of

Factors 1, 4, and 5 June

FY 1998 Super NOFA APPLI CATI ON
DEADLI NE June

10 day period for postmnmarked
appl i cations June

FGOs/ Sec. Reps. start processing

applications received June 15'F

Factors 1,4, and 5.

(Monday, June 22 to June 29)

Not e: steps 6-18 may be concurrent

activities June

FOs/ AONAPs fax or cc:nmail Master

Logs to GVMC, ATTN. Vivian E

Wl lianms (Pl HPOST4) Fax:

(202) 358-0258 -or-

Tracy C. Qutl aw ONAP/ DEN HUD@HUD

Fax: (303) 675-1660 June

GVC verifies FO
Application Master Logs June

FGs send application

acknow edgnent s and,

i f applicable, technical

curabl e defici ency

letters to

applicants June

NOTE: Deficiency letters
shall be faxed to applicants

15,

15,

15,

15,

25,

22,

19,

22,

19,

1998

1998

1998

1998

1998

1998

1998

1998

1998
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

FGs input data entry of
applications in SMRPH M RS
G ants Managenent Modul e

FGs start scoring Factors
1 and 4

Secretary's Representative
starts scoring Factor 5

NOTE: FOGAs nmust mai ntain
and docunent control of
novenent of applications

HCLI DAY

END OF APPLI CATI ON CURABLE
PERI GD

FGs conpl ete scoring of
Factors 1 and 4

Secretary's Representative
conpl ete scoring of Factor
5 and return applications to FO

GMC provi des addi tional
appl i cation shi ppi ng
instructions to FGs

via cc:mail, as necessary

FGs organi ze, and pack
appl i cation boxes that
contain the foll ow ng:

A. Transmttal Letter to APC

NOTE: The transmttal
letter nust identify the

June 19, 1998

June 22, 1998

June 22, 1998

JULY 4, 1998

MONDAY
JUNE 29, 1998

July 2, 1998
July 2, 1998
July 2, 1998
July 2, 1998

nunber of PHDEP (FY 97 and FY 98

and New Approach boxes,
appl i cations shi pped and

24
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listing of all ineligible
applications with reason for
rejection on the |og.

B. Application Master Logs and
Correctabl e Deficiency Log
with any ineligible

applications -- identified
and reason |listed for
rejection.

C. Appl i cation screening,
and score sheets.

NOTE 1: A conpleted score

sheet nust be attached

to each original AND duplicate
application--with scores for Factors
1, 4, and 5.

NOTE 2: Curabl e deficiency
| etters/corrections nmust be
attached to each application.

D Organi ze and pack applications.
NOTE: Organi ze by HA Code
sequence with HA Code printed
2" high with PERMANENT
MARKER on out ST de upper
ri ght hand corner of each
application. For NAADP organi ze
by HUD/ FHA Proj ect Nunber.
PACK ' 97 PHDEP, ' 98 PHDEP, AND NEW
APPROACH APPLI CATI ONS | N SEPARATE BOXES.

E. Di skette of application
information fromthe
SM RPH (publ i ¢ housi ng
authorities)/and or MRS
G ant s Managenent Modul e
FGs nust ensure project
summaries are entered, in
English, with upper and
| oner case lettering
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18

19

20

F. Nunber all boxes
and place transmttal letter,
Master Application Log, Correctable
Deficiency Log and diskette in box # 1
FOs/ AONAPS ship applications to
appropriate APCs to arrive 7/8/98.
Boxes nust be shi pped and
tracked by overnight delivery.
Appl i cati on boxes wll be
shi pped to: July 8, 1998

Appl i cation Processing Center

HUD PHDEP Grant Review - July 13- July 24,'98
HUD O fice of Public Housing

26 Federal Plaza, 32" Floor, Roon# 32116

New Yor k, NY 10278-0068

ATTN:  Terry Bynoe

(212) 264-0903, ext. 3669

ONAP- APC

U.S. Departnent of HUD
1999 Broadway, Suite 3390
Denver, CO 80202

ATTN.  Tracy CQutl aw

(303) 675-1600

Appl i cation Processing Center

HUD NAADP Grant Review - July 20-24, '98
c/o PIH Grant Managenent Center

451 7th St., SW Room B-133

Washi ngton, DC 20410

ATTENTION:. Eric Axelrod

Number: (202) 358-0312, ext. 121

Applications with all rel ated
docunent ation nust arrive at Wednesday, July 8, 1998
t he APC by: 3:00 p.m EDT tine

FOGAs transmt cc:mail to GVC
that states "when" applications
wer e shi pped, overni ght
carrier's nane, phone nunber,
tracki ng nunber and "expected
arrival date". Provide
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21

22

23

24

25

26

cc:mail to GVC Attention:
Sherry Fobear-McCown (cc: mai
addr ess Pl HPOST4)

APC staff adm nistrative tine:

A Start organi zation and
managenent of applications
and data base for review
process.

1. Organi ze applications

2. Conmput er dat abase
system set -up, which
i ncl udes anal ysi s,
validation of reports
and awards, etc.

3. Organi ze training and
panel / revi ewer
materials, etc.

B. Compl et e process

APC staff provides training,
w th docunentation to APC s
supervi sors, panel |eaders,
HUD revi ewers, supervisors,
and other staff with rel ated
responsi bl e functional areas

APC staff start scoring
applications (14) days

APC conpl etes application
process

APC conpl etes and val i dates
data base entries into Gants
Managenent Modul e, and
devel ops/ produces specific
HQ anal ysis, reports and
awar d package

APC transnmts to GQGVC:
award | etters,

July 6, 1998

July 8, 1998

July 12, 1998

July 13, 1998

July 13, 1998

July 24, 1998

July 27, 1998

27
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27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

congressional notifications,
requi red reports,

anal ysis and ot her rel ated
docunent s

APC shi ps applications,

wth transmttal letter,
applications, scoring

sheets and rel ated

docunents to PHDEP Support Center

Assi stant Secretary PIH
approves awards

GMC requests Ofice of
Budget to reserve approved
awar ds funds through the
Program Accounti ng

Syst em ( PAS)

Assi stant Secretary
approves and submts
Congressional notifications
to Assistant Secretary,
Congr essi onal and

| nt ergover nnent al Rel ati ons

HQ -- Congressional and

| nt ergover nnent al Rel ati ons
makes appropriate
notifications

GVC will provide list of
final grant awards to FOs

FOs transmt award letters

to grantees.

A copy nust be provided to the FO
| ocal FAD in order to reserve &
obl i gate funds.

FOs transmt letters to
appl i cants not awarded

PHDEP Support Center transmts

July 29, 1998

July 31, 1998

August 3, 1998

August 3, 1998

August 3, 1998

August 3-7, 1998

August 14, 1998

August 17, 1998

August 17, 1998

28
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copy of score sheets
and related material s
to FGs August 18, 1998

36 FGs transmt grant
agreenents (Form
HUD- 1044) to grantees August 30, 1998

36A FOs execute grant agreenents
(Form HUD- 1044) between
HUD and t he grantees, and

forward copy to FAD Sept enber 30, 1998
37 FGs enter activity budget

line items into LOCCS Sept enber 30, 1998
38 HUD submts award |i st Sept enber 30, 1998

to Federal Register. 1st Qr Report

39 FGs submt FY 98 Super NOFA
grant status report
to GMC Sept enber 30, 1998

40 FY 98 Super NOFA anal ysi s
conpleted by HUD s Drug I nformation
and Strategy C earinghouse (D SO
to GMC Cct ober 10, 1998

41 GMC provi des FY 1998
Super NOFA Anal ysis to HQs/ FGs Novenber 1, 1998

FO Grant Adm nistrators nay use as a checklist to mark off
hen step has been conpl et ed.

18. REPORTS

A. As in past years, to ensure that the program schedul es
are adhered to and that applicants are not adversely
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affected, the below listed nonitoring/tracking report is
required. FOs reports shall be, but not limted to,
confirmation of the foll ow ng:

1. execut ed approval /di sapproval letters to
appl i cants;

2. executed grant agreenents (Form HUD 1044);

3. transmtted award |l etter and grant agreenents
(Form HUD- 1044 to FAD); and
4. i nput budget line itenms (BLIs) into LOCCS
B. FO shall submt conpletion of the above status, via

cc:mail, no later than Cctober 31, 1998, to GWVC,
Attention Mchael E. Diggs (cc:mail address for M chael
E. Diggs is PIHPOST4).

For further information on processing of Public Housing
Drug Elimnation Program and New Approach Anti -Drug
Program grant applications contact Mchael E. D ggs,
Director, Grants Managenent Center, O fice of Public
and | ndi an Housing on (202) 358-0221, extension 101.

/sl /sl
Deborah L. Vincent | ra Peppercorn
General Deputy Assistant Secretary CGeneral Deputy Assi stant
for Public and Indian Housing Secretary for Housing-

Feder al Housi ng
Comm ssi oner

30
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[ Federal Register: May 29, 1998 (Volume 63, Number 103)] [Notices] [Page
29489- 29493] Fromthe Federal Register Online via GPO Access
[wai s. access. gpo. gov] [DOCID: fr29ny98-109]

[[ Page 29489]]

Part 111

Depart ment of Housi ng and Urban Devel opnent

Super Notices of Funding Availability (Super NOFAs) for: Housing and Conmmunity
Devel opnent Prograns; Econom c Devel opment and Enpower ment Prograns; and
Tar get ed Housi ng and Honel ess Assi stance Prograns; Notice

[[ Page 29490]]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSI NG AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
[ Docket No. FR-4340-C-02, FR-4363-C 02, FR-4364-C- 02]

Super Notices of Funding Availability (Super NOFAs) for: Housing and Conmmunity
Devel opnent Prograns; Econom c Devel opment and Enpower ment Prograns; and

Tar get ed Housi ng and Honel ess Assi stance Prograns; Extension of FH P and
Housi ng Counseling Application Deadline; Technical Corrections and
Carifications; and Announcenent of OVB Approval Nunbers

AGENCY: O fice of the Secretary, HUD

ACTI ON:  Extension of FH P and Housi ng Counseling Application Deadline;
Announcenent of OVB Approval Nunbers; and Technical Corrections to Super NOFAs.

SUMVARY: The purpose of this notice is to extend the application due dates for
the Fair Housing Initiatives Program (FH P) and t he Housi ng Counseling
Program that were part of the funding availability notices announced in HUD s
Super NOFA for Housi ng and Conmunity Devel opnent Prograns (Super NOFA 1)
publ i shed on March 31, 1998. The purposes of this notice are also to announce
OVB approval nunbers for two prograns contained in the Super NOFAs and to



correct certain technical errors that appeared in the Super NOFAs or clarify
certain provisions.

DATES: APPLI CATI ON DUE DATES: The application due date for the Fair Housing
Initiatives Program (FH P) and the Housi ng Counseling Program announced in
Super NOFA |, is extended to June 25, 1998. No other application due dates are
extended by this notice.

FOR FURTHER | NFORVATI ON CONTACT: For general information about this notice
contact Camlle E. Acevedo, Assistant General Counsel for Regul ati ons, Room
10276, Departnment of Housi ng and Urban Devel opnent, 451 Seventh Street, SW
Washi ngt on, DC 20410; tel ephone (202) 708-3055 (this is not a toll-free
nunber). Hearing or speech-inpaired persons nmay access this nunber via TTY by
calling the toll-free Federal Information Relay Service at 1-800-877-8339. For
i nformati on concerning a particular program please contact the office or
individual listed in the “For Further Information” portion of the program
section of the applicable Super NOFA.

SUPPLEMENTARY | NFORVATI ON:
Backgr ound

On March 31, 1998 (63 FR 15490), HUD published its Super NOFA for Housing and
Conmuni ty Devel opnent Progranms (SuperNOFA 1). On April 30, 1998, HUD publi shed
the foll owi ng NOFAs: Super NOFA for Econom c Devel opnent and Enpower ment
Progranms (SuperNOFA I1) (63 FR 23876); Super NOFA for Targeted Housi ng and
Honel ess Assi stance Prograns (SuperNOFA 111) (63 FR 23988); and Super NOFA for
Nati onal Conpetition Prograns (National Super NOFA) (63 FR 23958). The purposes
of this notice are to: extend the application due date for the FH P and
Housi ng Counsel i ng Prograns, announced in Super NOFA |; announce the OVB
approval nunmbers of two prograns that were part of the Super NOFAs; to correct
certain technical errors that appeared in the SuperNOFAs; and to clarify
certain provisions.

Ext ensi on of FH P and Housi ng Counseling Application Due Dates

In Super NOFA I, HUD announced that the application due dates for the Fair
Housing Initiatives Program (FH P) and t he Housi ng Counseling Programto be
June 1, 1998. Due to delays in receipt of the application kits for the FH P
program fromthe printer, FH P program applicants faced a hardship in not
having kits avail able to conplete their applications. Accordingly, to assist
FHI P program applicants, HUD is extending the application due date for the
FH P and Housi ng Counseling progranms to June 25, 1998.

Announcenent of OVB Approval Nunbers

In SuperNOFA |1, HUD noted that the OVB approval for the Local Lead Hazard
Awar eness Canpai gn program was pendi ng (see 63 FR 23880). In the Nationa

Super NOFA, HUD noted that the OVB approval nunmber for the National Lead Hazard
Awar eness Canpai gn was pendi ng (see 63 FR 23961). Since publication of these
two Super NOFAs, both OVB approval nunbers have been received and they are
respectively: 2539-0013 and 2539-0014. Pl ease note that in accordance with the
Paperwor k Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501-3520), an agency may not
conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection
of information unless the collection displays a valid control nunber.



Federal Register Correction of Printing Errors

In addition to the corrections being nmade by this notice, the Departnent notes
that in the printing of SuperNOFA I, two printing errors were made and these
errors were corrected by the Federal Register in the Federal Register issue of
Tuesday, May 5, 1998 (see 63 FR 24843). Those corrections pertained to the
Publ i c Housing Drug Elim nation program section of Super NOFA | (begi nning at
63 FR 15586). For the convenience of the reader, the corrections published on
May 5, 1998 are as follows: 1. On page 15587, in the first colum, in
paragraph (c)(iii) in the second |line, “24,000" should be “25,000.” 2. On page
15587, i1n the second colum, in the first line “$250,000 per unit” should read
“$250. 00 per unit.”

Corrections and Carifications Made by This Notice

This notice corrects editorial and technical errors that have been identified
in various program sections of SuperNOFAs |, II, and IIl. Accordingly, the
followi ng corrections are made: |. In the Super NOFA for Housi ng and Comunity
Devel opnent Prograns (SuperNOFA 1), notice docunent 98-8102, begi nning at 63
FR 15490, in the issue of Tuesday, March 31, 1998, the follow ng corrections
are made: A Ceneral Section of the Super NOFA, Beginning at 63 FR 15493 1. On
page 15496, in the mddle colum, under Section IV (captioned “Application
Submi ssi on Requirements”), a new sentence is added at the end of that section
to read as follows:

VWhenever a provision of an application kit for one of the prograns included in
this SuperNOFA is inconsistent with a provision of this Super NOFA, the
provi sion of the SuperNOFA will prevail.

B. Historically Black Colleges and Universities (HBCUs)

Program Secti on of Super NOFA I, Beginning at 63 FR 15527 1. On page 15529, in
the m ddle colum, the last sentence of the first paragraph of Section
I1(A)(2) is removed. C. Fair Housing Initiatives Program Section of Super NOFA
I, Beginning at 63 FR 15536 1. On page 15539, in the third colum, in Section
I1(A)(4), captioned “Project Starting Period,” the date of “Cctober 1, 1998”
in this paragraph is replaced with the phrase “90 days fromthe date of the
grant award.” 2. On page 15539, in the third colum, in the first sentence of
Section

[[ Page 29491]]

I1(A)(10), captioned “Qutreach Expenses,” the words “Enforcenent (PEI/FHO)”
are inserted before the word “Applications.” D. Housing Counseling Program
section of SuperNOFA |, beginning at 63 FR 15545. 1. On page 15549, in the

m ddl e colum, in Section I(C)(1)(b)(ii), captioned “National, Regional, or
Multi-State Internmediaries,” the second to the | ast sentence of this paragraph
(ii) is renoved. 2. On page 15550, in the first columm, the “Note” under
Section 1 (D)(2) is corrected by renoving the words “or State housing finance
agency” in line 6 of the Note. E. Revitalization of Severely Distressed Public
Housi ng (HOPE VI Revitalization) program section of Super NOFA |, begi nning at
63 FR 15577. 1. On page 15577, under “Application Due Date,” the phrase “12:00
pm Eastern time” should be “12: 00 midnight, Eastern tine.” 2. On page 15583,
in the third colum, a new paragraph (d) is added to Section II1(C) (1), and on
page 15584, in the first columm, a new paragraph (d) is added to Section

11 (C(2), and both new paragraphs (d) read as foll ows:



If two or nore applications have the sane score and there are insufficient
funds to fund all of them the application(s) with the highest score for the
Soundness of Approach rating factor shall be selected for funding. If atie
still remains, the application(s) with the highest score for the Capacity of
the Applicant and Rel evant Organi zati onal Experience rating factor shall be
sel ected. Further tied applications will be selected by their scores in the
Need/ Ext ent of Problem Leveragi ng Resources, and Conprehensi veness and
Coordination rating factors, in that order. F. Public Housing Drug Elimnation
Program secti on of Super NOFA |, beginning at 63 FR 15586. 1. On page 15587
first colum, in Section 1(C)(3)(a), a second paragraph is added to paragraph
(a) so that paragraph (a) reads as follows:

(a) PHAs: The unit count includes rental, Turnkey |1l Homeownership and
Section 23 | eased housi ng bond-financed projects. PHAs preparing PHDEP
applications are required to confirm validate the unit count with the |oca
Field Ofice (Ofice of Public Housing) before the application is submtted.
Field Ofices shall not include non-Federally Assisted Housing | ocated in Hi gh
Intensity Drug-Trafficking Areas in the unit count. Confirmation/Validation
may be given if the unit count to be used for a particular program(e.g.

PHA- Omed Rental) is the sanme as the unit count reflected on a PHA' s nost
recently approved Operating Budget (Form HUD-52564) and/or subsidy cal cul ation
(Form HUD-52723) submitted for that program Field Ofices that have PHAs t hat
are not required to submt either of these forns may confirnivalidate the
PHDEP unit count if it is the same as the npbst recently submitted Form

HUD- 51234. Note: In determining the unit count for PHA-Oamed Rental Housing, a
| ong-term vacancy unit as defined in 24 CFR 990.102 is included in the count.
2. On page 15587, first columm, in the first sentence of the second paragraph
of Section 1(C)(3)(b) the words “and occupied” is renoved so that the sentence
reads: “Eligible units are those units which are under managenent and fully
devel oped.” 3. On page 15587, first colum, a third paragraph is added to

par agraph (b) of Section I(C)(3) to read as foll ows:

Use the nunmber of units counted as Formula Current Assisted Stock for Fisca
Year 1998 as defined in 24 CFR 1000.316. Tri bes who have not previously
recei ved funds fromthe Departnment under the 1937 Act should count housing
units under managenent that are owned and operated by the tribe and are
identified in their housing inventory as of Septenber 30, 1997.

4., On page 15587, first colum, in Section I (C(3)(c)(iv), “$30 mllion”
should read “$35 mllion.” 5. On page 15592, in the third columm, a new
par agraph (10) is added to Section I(E) to read as foll ows:

(10) High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas (H DTAs).
Fundi ng may be used for the activities to elimnate drug-related crinme in
housi ng owned by public housing agencies that is not public housing assisted
under the United States Housing Act of 1937 and is not otherw se federally
assisted (for exanple, housing that receives tenant subsidies under Section 8
is federally assisted and woul d not qualify, but housing that receives only
State, Tribal or |ocal assistance would qualify if they neet all of the
following: (i) The housing is located in a high intensity drug trafficking
area designated pursuant to Section 1005 of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988;
and (ii) The PHA owni ng the housi ng denonstrates, on the basis of information
submtted that the drug-related crine at the housing authority has a
detrimental affect on or about the housing. The H gh Intensity Drug



Trafficking Areas are areas identified as having problens that adversely

i npact the rest of the country. These areas are designated as H DTAs by the
Director, Ofice of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP), pursuant to the
Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988. As of May 1998 the follow ng areas were confirned
by the ONDCP as desi gnated HI DTAs:

--New York HI DTA consists of the city of New York and all the nunicipalities
therein and Nassau, Suffol k, and Westchester Counties in New York); --New
Jersey HI DTA consists of Union, Hudson, Essex, Bergen, and Passaic Counties
and all municipalities in New Jersey; --Wshington, DC -Baltinore H DTA

consi sts of Washington, DC, the city of Baltinore, and Baltinore, Howard, Anne
Arundel, Prince George's, Mntgonery and Charles Counties (in Maryland); and
the city of Alexandria and Arlington, Fairfax, Prince WIlliam and Loudoun
Counties (in Virginia) and all municipalities therein; --South Florida H DTA
consists of the city of Mam and the surrounding areas of Broward, Dade, and
Monroe Counties and all municipalities therein; --Houston H DTA consi sts of
the city of Houston and surrounding areas of Harris, and Gal veston Counties
and all municipalities therein; --Lake County HI DTA consists of Lake County,

I ndiana, and all municipalities therein; --@ilf Coast H DTA consist of

Bal dwi n, Jefferson, Mbile, and Montgonery Counties (in Al abama); Caddo, East
Bat on Rouge, Jefferson, and Ol eans Parishes (in Louisiana); and Hancock,
Harrison, H nds, and Jackson Counties (in M ssissippi) and the municipalities
therein; --Mdwest H DTA consists of Miscatine, Polk, Pottawattam e, Scott and
Wbodbury Counties (in lowa); Cherokee, Crawford, Johnson, Labette,
Leacenworth, Saline, Seward, and Wandotte Counties (in Kansas); Cape

Gar ardeau, Christian, day, Jackson, Lafayette, Lawence, Ray, Scott, and St.
Charles Counties, and the City of St. Louis, MO (in Mssouri); Dakota, Dawson,
Dougl as, Hall, Lancaster, Sarpy, and Scott's Bluff Counties (in Nebraska);

G ay, Codington, Custer, Fall River, Lawence, Lincoln, Meade, M nnehaha,

Penni nt on, Uni on, and Yankton Counties (in South Dakota); and all

muni ci palities therein; --Rocky Muntains H DTA consists of Adans, Arapahoe,
Denver, Dougl as, Eagle, El Pasco, Garfield, Jefferson, La Plate, and Mesa
Counties (in Colorado); Davis, Salt Lake, Summit, Utah, and Weber Counties (in
Ut ah); Laram e, Natrona, and Sweetwater Counties (in Wom ng) and all

muni ci palities therein; --Southwest Border H DTA consists of San Di ego and

I mperial Counties (in California), and all municipalities therein; Yums,

Mari copa, Pinal, Pima, Santa Cruz, and Cochise Counties, (in Arizona) and all
muni ci palities therein; Bernalillo, H dalgo, Gant, Luna, Dona Ana, Eddy, Lea,
and Gtero, Chaves, and Lincoln Counties, (in New Mexico) and all

muni ci palities therein; El Paso, Hudspeth, Cul berson, Jeff Davis, Presidio,
Brewster, Pecos, Terrell, Crockett Counties (in Wst Texas) and all

muni ci palities therein; Bexar, Val Verde, Kinney, Maverick, Zavala, Dinmt, La
Sal l e, Webb, Zapata, JimHogg, Starr, Hldago, WIlacy and Canmeron Countries
(in South Texas) and all municipalities therein; --Northwest H DTA consists of
Ki ng, Pierce, Skagit, Snohom sh, Thurston, Whatcom and Yaki ma Counties (in the
State of Washington) and all rmunicipalities therein; --Los Angel es H DTA
consists of the city of Los Angel es and surroundi ng areas of Los Angel es,
Orange, Riverside, and San Bernadino Counties, and all rmunicipalities therein;
and
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--Puerto Rico/U S. Virgin Islands H DTA consists of the U S. territories of
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands. --San Francisco Bay Area HI DTA consi sts of
Al aneda, Contra Costa, Lake, Marin, Mnterey, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa
Clara, Santa Cruz, Sonoma counties and all the municipalities therein.

- - Appal achi a HI DTA consi st of Adair, Bell, Breathitt, Cay, dinton

Cunber| and, Floyd, Harlan, Jackson, Knott, Knox, Laurel, Lee, Leslie,
McCreary, Magoffin, Mrion, Mnroe, Oasley, Perry, Pike, Pulaski, Rockcastle,
Tayl or, Wayne. and Witley counties in Kentucky; Boone, Braxton, Cabell,
Glnmer, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Mason, MDowell, M ngo and Wayne Counties in
West Virginia, Bledsoe, Canpbell, d aiborne, Cay, Cocke, Cunberland,
Fentress, Franklin, G ainger, Geene, Gundy, Hanblen, Hancock, Hawkins,
Jackson, Jefferson, Macon, Marion, Overton. Pickett, Putnam Rhea, Scott,
Sequat chi e, Sevier, Unicoi, Van Buren and Wiite Counties in Tennessee and al
the municipalities therein. --Central Florida H DTA consists of Hillsborough
Orange, Osceola, Pinellas, Polk, Sem nole, and Volusia counties and all the
muni ci palities therein. --Chicago H DTA consists of Cook County, incorporating
the Gty of Chicago. --Atlanta H DTA consists of Fulton, Dekalb counties and
the Gty of Atlanta. --MI|waukee HI DTA consists of M I|waukee county and al
the municipalities therein. --Southeastern M chigan H DTA consists of Wayne,
Gakl and, Maconmb, and Washtenaw counties and all the municipalities therein.

- - Phi | adel phi a/ Canden HI DTA: consists of the Cties of Philadel phia and
Canden.

For further information on H DTAs contact R ck Yamanoto, at the ONDCP
Executive Ofice of the President, Washington, DC 20500 on (202) 395-6755
and/ or La'Wn Sweet enberg on (202) 395-6603, fax (202) 395-6721. Field Ofices
in validating the unit count shall not include Non-Federally Assisted Housing
units located in High Intensity Drug-Trafficki ng Areas.

6. On page 15596, in the third colum, a second paragraph is added to Section
IV (captioned “Application Subm ssion Requirenment”) to read as foll ows:

An applicant shall submt only one application, per housing authority, for
each drug elimnation programcontained in this program section of the

Super NOFA. Joint applications are permitted only in those cases where HAs have
a single admnistration (such as HAS managi ng anot her HA under contract or HAs
sharing a common executive director). In those cases, a separate budget, plan
and tinmetable and unit count shall be supplied in the application

7. On page 15596, in the third colum, a new Section VIl is added to read as
follows: VII. Term of Gant Agreenent.

Terns of the FY 1997 and FY 1998 PHDEP grant agreenent shall not exceed 24
mont hs fromthe execution date of the grant agreenent (Form 1044). G ant
extensions during the FY 1997 and FY 1998 PHDEP fundi ng round are not
permtted. Any funds not expended at the end of the FY 1997 and FY 1998 PHDEP
grant termshall be remtted to HUD

F. Drug Elimnation G ants for Federally Assisted Low I ncome Housing
(Multifam |y Housing Drug Elimnation) Program section of Super NOFA, begi nni ng
at 63 FR 15607. 1. On page 15608, in the first columm, under Section I(C), the
| ast sentence of that section which begins “Omers of Section 8 tenant- based.
* * *" js succeeded by two new paragraphs that read as foll ows:



HUD i nadvertently failed to include tie-breaker |anguage in the selection
criteria for the FY 97 DEG funding round. As a result, the application
submtted by the Calib Foundation on behalf of Village Hei ghts Apartnents,

whi ch received the sane rating as another selected grantee, was not sel ected.
HUD will correct this oversight by funding Village Heights in the anount of
$125,000 fromthe FY 98 allocation. HUD is also revising this year's selection
process to include tie-breaker |anguage. At this time, HUD is aware of only
this one tie-breaker situation. However, in the event that other applicants
notify HUD of simlar situations and HUD can confirmthat an applicant was not
selected due to a tie score with a selected grantee, HUD will take additiona
corrective funding actions.

2. On page 15610, in the first colum, under Section Ill, a new paragraph (C
is added to read as foll ows:

(C) Tie-Breaker Situations. If two or nore applications have the sane score
and there are insufficient funds to fund all of them the application(s) with
t he highest score for the Soundness of Approach rating factor shall be
selected for funding. If atie still remains, the application(s) with the

hi ghest score for the Capacity of the Applicant and Rel evant Organi zati ona
Experience rating factor shall be selected. Further tied applications will be
selected by their scores in the Need/ Extent of Problem Leveragi ng Resources,
and Conprehensi veness and Coordi nation rating factors, in that order

[1. I'n the Super NOFA for Econom c Devel opment and Enpower nent Prograns
(SuperNOFA 11), notice docunment 98-11392, beginning at 63 FR 23876, in the

i ssue of Thursday, April 30, 1998, the follow ng corrections are nmade: A
Introduction to the Super NOFA Process, beginning at 63 FR 23877. 1. On page
23878, in the mddle colum, the last sentence of this colum is corrected to
read: “The Progranms Section of the Super NOFA descri bes each program for which
funding is being conpeted under this SuperNOFA.” 2. On page 23880, in the
first colum, an asterisk is placed after the foll owi ng program nane
“I'nternmedi ari es Techni cal Assistance Grant Program” and a footnote is placed
at the end of the chart that contains the Internediaries Technical Assistance
Program and Qutreach and Training Gants for Techni cal Assistance Programto
read as follows: “$1,000,000 is currently available in FY 1998, and $8, 000, 000
is subject to appropriations in FY 1999.” B. General Section of the Super NOFA,
begi nning on 63 FR 23881. On page 23884, in the mddle colum, under Section
IV (captioned “Application Subm ssion Requirenents”), a new sentence is added
at the section to read as foll ows:

VWhenever a provision of an application kit for one of the prograns included in
this SuperNOFA is inconsistent with a provision of this Super NOFA, the
provi sion of the SuperNOFA will prevail.

[1l. In the Super NOFA for Targeted Housi ng and Honel ess Assi stance Prograns
(SuperNOFA 111), notice docunent 98-11400, begi nning at 63 FR 23988, in the

i ssue of Thursday, April 30, 1998, the follow ng corrections are nmade: A
Introduction to the Super NOFA Process, beginning at 63 FR 23989. 1. On page
23990, in the mddle colum, the third sentence of the third paragraph in the
m ddle colum is corrected to read: “The Prograns Section of the Super NOFA
descri bes each program for which funding is being conpeted under this

Super NOFA.” B. General Section of the Super NOFA, begi nning at 63 FR 23992. 1.
On page 23995, in the first colum, under Section IV (captioned “Application
Submi ssi on Requirenments”), a new sentence is added at the section to read as



foll ows:

VWhenever a provision of an application kit for one of the prograns included in
this SuperNOFA is inconsistent with a provision of this Super NOFA, the
provi sion of the SuperNOFA will prevail.

C. Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) Program secti on of
Super NOFA 111, beginning at 63 FR 24007. 1. On page 24011, in the mddle

col um, under Section I11(D), the reference to “Section I11(C)(2) of the
Ceneral Section” in the third sentence of paragraph (D) should read “Section
11 (C) of the General Section.” D. Section 202 Supportive Housing for the

El derly Program section of SuperNOFA |11, beginning at 63 FR 24015. 1. On page
24025, in the first colum, the first sentence of the second paragraph of
Section I (D) is corrected by replacing the phrase “three (3) or nore Hubs”
with “a single Hub.”
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E. Section 811 Supportive Housing for Persons with Disabilities Program
section of SuperNOFA 11, beginning at 63 FR 24031. 1. On page 24034, in the
third colum, a new paragraph is added to Section I (C) which precedes the | ast
par agraph that begins “The Section 811 capital advance * * *.” The new

par agraph reads as foll ows:

As a result of a rating error in the Boston Ofice, the application submtted
by Enmpl oyment Options, Inc. was not selected for funding under the Fiscal Year
1997 Section 811 Program of Supportive Housing for Persons with Disabilities.
Since this was a HUD error, the application will be funded fromthe Fiscal
Year 1998 allocation to the Boston Ofice.

2. On page 24035, the chart is amended by placing an asterisk (*) next to the
word “Boston” in the first colum and adding the follow ng footnote at the
bottom of the chart on page 24035.

Thi s anobunt includes Capital Advance Authority of $529,300 to fund Enpl oynent
Options, Inc., Marlborough, Massachusetts. Since this 6-unit project was not
selected in Fiscal Year 1997 by HUD error, this application wll be funded
fromthe Fiscal Year 1998 allocation to the Boston Ofice.

3. On page 24039, in the first colum, the first sentence of the second

par agraph of Section I(D) is corrected by replacing the phrase “three (3) or
nmore Hubs” with “a single Hub.” 4. On page 24039, in the first colum, a new
paragraph (h) is added to Section I(E)(2) to read: “(h) Internmediate care
facilities.” 5. On page 24044, in the third columm, in Section IV(B)(5)(f),
the | ast sentence of the paragraph which precedes the second “Note” which
appears in the third colum, is revised to read as follows, and is foll owed by
a new sentence:

In order for applications submtted with site control to be eligible for bonus
points for site control, this information would have to be subnmitted to the
local HUD Ofice no later than 30 days after the application subm ssion

deadl i ne date. Orherwi se, the application will be considered as a “site
identified” application and will not receive bonus points for site control.

Dated: May 22, 1998. Saul N. Ramirez, Jr., Acting Deputy Secretary. [FR Doc.
98-14246 Filed 5-26-98; 2:36 pni BILLING CODE 4210-32-P



APPENDI X 2:
FY 1998 SUPERNOFA GRANT APPLI CATI ON MASTER LOGS

| NSTRUCTI ONS

TYPE OF GRANT (CI RCLE ONE): PHDEP 97 - PHDEP 98 - NEW APPROACH

1. The Master Log nust be typed, ensuring that all itens are

conpl et e.

2. Attach a photocopy of the adding machi ne tape which verifies

the total anpunt of funding requested.

3. # HAs on colum 1 and add page #s as required.

4. FAX Application Master Log to GMC on fax nunber

(202) 358-0246 or 0258, Attention: Vivian WIIlians/ Sherry

Fobear - McCown, phone nunber (202) 358-0312, extension

126/ 127, by Friday, June 19, 1998 COB). AONAPs fax copy of

Master Logs to the ONAP-APC in Denver, Colorado at (303)

675- 1660, Attention: Tracy Qutlaw, phone nunber (303) 675-



1600.



FY 1998 NOFA GRANT APPLI CATI ON MASTER LOG

APPENDI X 2A

PHDEP 97
# HA CODE HA NANME DATE TI ME LOGGED | N BY: FUNDS REQUESTED:
Total funds requested by applicants $
Field Ofice FOGA nane




FY 1998 NOFA GRANT APPLI CATI ON MASTER LOG

APPENDI X 2B

PHDEP 98
# HA CODE HA NANE DATE TI ME LOGGED | N BY: FUNDS REQUESTED:
Total funds requested by applicants $
Field Ofice FOGA nane




FY 1998 NOFA GRANT APPLI CATI ON MASTER LOG

APPENDI X 2C
NEW APPROACH

# | PROOECT# | OMNER/ APPL DATE TI ME LOGGED | N BY: FUNDS REQUESTED:
NAME
Total funds requested by applicants $
Field Ofice FOGA nane:




APPENDI X 3:

FY 1998 SUPERNOFA GRANT APPLI CATI ON FI ELD OFFI CE
SCREENI NG CHECKLI ST - PHDEP

TYPE OF GRANT, CIRCLE ONE: ‘97 PHDEP - ‘98 PHDEP

SECTI ON 1. FI ELD OFFI CE GRANT APPLI CATI ON SCREENI NG CHECKLI ST

HA Nane:

HA Code:
Field Ofice:

Requested Grant Termin Months:

Total funds requested: $

SECTI ON 2. THRESHOLD CRI TERI A

THRESHOLD MET?

YES NO

1. | ncl udes Program Pl an Eval uati on?

2 HA obtai ned FO verification prior to subm ssion of
application? Provide date of and person verifying
unit count:

3. Description of collaborative relationships with
ot her agenci es?

4. o Coordi nation with EZ/ Wl fare Refornf?

5. L Plans to increase use of housing authority
comunity facilities?

6. "One Strike-You' re Qut" El enents?

7. Fai r Housing viol ations/charges? Consult with FHEO



SECTI ON 3. FI ELD OFFI CE SUPERVI SOR -- APPLI CATI ON SCREENI NG
CHECKLI ST

SCREENI NG PROCESS

TABS COVPLETED TAB | N APPL| CATI ON
YES NO
1 L Applicant cover letter
2 o Applicant Data |Input Form
3 o SF-424 Application for Federal Assistance
4 SF- 424A Budget Information, w th budget

narrative(s)/and supporting docunentation

5 o SF-424B Assur ances
6 o For m HUD- 2880 Appl i cant/ Reci pi ent
Di scl osur e/ Updat e Report
7 o Rating Factor 1: Capacity
8 o Rating Factor 2: Need
9 o Rating Factor 3: Quality of Plan
9A - | npl ement ati on Schedul e/ Activity
timetable
°B - Per sonnel Position Descriptions (if
appl i cabl e)
o Rating Factor 4: Leveragi ng Resources
i1 Rating Factor 5: Conprehensi veness/ Coor d.
12A - Summary of Witten Resident Comments
28 - Letters of Commtnent (if applicable)
3 Certifications
13A - RMC, RC and RO certification

13B - As applicable drug treatnent program



certification

is¢ = - As applicable Law Enforcenent certification
30 - Form HUD- 50070 - Certification Drug-free
Wor kpl ace
3 - Chi ef Executive Oficer (CEOQ certification
3k - HUD- 50071 - Certification of Paynents to
| nfl uence Federal Transactions
3¢~ - SL-LLL - Disclosure of Lobbing Activities
Certification
3 - Certification of Debarnment and Suspension
131 - Law Enforcenent Records and

Medical /Disability Information Certification

13J - Certification of Consistency with
Consol i dated Pl an (curable if applicant not
included in State Plan and coul d not obtain)

3k - Certification of Consistency with EZ/ EC
4 - Program Pl an Eval uation (Threshol d for PHDEP)
s - Congressi onal Notification |Information
16 - Acknow edgenent of Application Receipt
SECTI ON 4. OTHER

COMPLETED

YES NO ACTI ON TAKEN

1. Are all conputations in the SF-424A (budget) and
budget narrative conplete and correct?

1A Did the FOreview the SF-424A and narrative to
check for duplication of funds with other HUD
progranms? ANSVER YES OR NO

1B | f yes, were any duplication of funds found?
ANSVWER YES OR NO. If Yes, explain/ (Review SF-
424A and Tab 1)

2. Did the FOverify the UNIT COUNT? Nane of



person verifying and date of confirmation:

3. Does the amount requested EXCEED THE MAXI MUM GRANT
AMOUNT PERM TTED? |If an error was identified,
pl ease expl ain actions taken in specific conment
section bel ow.

SECTI ON 5. FI ELD OFFI CE SUMVARY OF ACTI ONS

Were technical deficiencies noted:

Yes ** No  **(explain bel ow)

Were curabl e technical deficiencies corrected:

Yes **No  **(explain bel ow)

APPLI CATI ON FULLY ACCEPTABLE:

Yes  No  (Explain bel ow

Application screened by (print):

Verification of the above:

Dat e:

(FOGA Si gnature)

As applicable specific coments by FOGA: If applicable, attach
conment s.



APPENDI X 3A: FY 1998 SUPERNOFA GRANT APPLI CATI ON FI ELD OFFI CE
SCREENI NG CHECKLI ST - NEW APPROACH ANTI - DRUG PRGM

SECTI ON 1. FI ELD OFFI CE GRANT APPL| CATI ON SCREENI NG CHECKLI| ST

Appl i cant Nane:

Proj ect Nane:

Proj ect Nunber:

Field Ofice:

Requested Grant Termin Months:

Total funds requested: $

SECTI ON 2. THRESHOLD CRI TERI A

THRESHOLD MET?

YES NO
1. Appl i cant have any Fair Housing Viol ati ons? Check
wi t h FHEO.
SECTI ON 3. FI ELD OFFI CE SUPERVI SOR -- APPLI CATI ON SCREENI NG
CHECKLIT ST
SCREENI NG PROCESS
TABS COVPLETED TAB | N APPLI CATI ON
YES NO
1 - Lead Applicant Data Input Form
2 - SF-424 Application for Federal Assistance
3 - SF-424A Budget |nformation, with budget
narrative(s)/and supporting docunentation
4 - SF- 424B Assur ances
5 - For m HUD- 2880 Appl i cant/ Reci pi ent

Di scl osur e/ Updat e Report



8A

8B

10
11
11A
11B

11C

11D

11F

11G

11H

12
13

Rating Factor 1: Capacity
Rating Factor 2: Need
Rating Factor 3: Quality of Plan

- | mpl ement ati on Schedul e/ Activity
timetable

- Personnel Position Descriptions (if
appl i cabl e)

Rati ng Factor 4: Leveragi ng Resources
Rating Factor 5: Conprehensi veness/ Coord.
CERTI FI CATI ONS

Certification of Debarnent and Suspension

Form HUD- 50070 - Certification for a Drug-
Free Workpl ace

Form HUD- 50071 - Certification of Paynments to
| nfl uence Federal Transactions

SL-LLL - Disclosure of Lobbing Activities
Certification of Consistency with
Consol i dated Pl an (curable if applicant not
included in State Plan and coul d not obtain)

Certification of Consistency with EZ/ EC
Strategic Pl an

Certification by Resident Managenent

Cor porations, Resident Councils, Resident
Organi zati ons, and Residents
Congressional Notification Information

Acknow edgenent of Application Receipt



SECTI ON 4.
COVPLETED
YES NO
1. -
A
B
2. -
3. -
SECTI ON 5.

Were technica

Yes

* * I\b

OTHER

ACTI ON TAKEN

Are all conputations in the SF-424A (budget) and
budget narrative conplete and correct?

Did the FOreview the SF-424A and narrative to
check for duplication of funds with other HUD
programs? ANSVER YES OR NO

| f yes, were any duplication of funds found?
ANSVER YES OR NO. If Yes, explain/ (Review SF-
424A and Tab 1)

Did the FOverify the UNIT COUNT? Nanme of person
verifying and date of confirmation:

Does the amount requested EXCEED THE MAXI MUM GRANT
AMOUNT PERM TTED? |If an error was identified,

pl ease explain actions taken in specific conment
section bel ow.

FI ELD OFFI CE SUMVARY OF ACTI ONS

defi ci enci es not ed:

**(expl ai n bel ow)

Were curabl e technical deficiencies corrected:

Yes

**No  **(explain bel ow)




APPLI CATI ON FULLY ACCEPTABLE:
Yes  No = (Explain below

Application screened by (print):

Verification of the above:

Dat e:

(FOGA Si gnature)

As applicable specific coments by FOGA: (Use additional paper
i f necessary)



APPENDI X 4 FY 1998 FI ELD OFFI CE CORRECTABLE DEFI Cl ENCI ES LOG
MASTER LOG - TYPE OF GRANT-CI RCLE ONE: 97 PHDEP 98 PHDEP NEW APPRCACH

# DATE OF PHA/ | HA/ OWNER NAME CORRECTI ONS DATE TI ME COMVENTS
FO LTR REC D/ LOGGED | N BY: REC D REC D




APPENDI X 4A: SAMPLE FY 1998 SUPERNOFA FI ELD OFFI CE GRANT
APPLI CATI ON DEFI CI ENCY LETTER

SAMPLE - ONLY

Appl i cant
Addr ess

SUBJECT: PHDEP 97/ PHDEP 98/ New Approach Application
Dear Executive Director (Nane):

Thank you for your recent TYPE OF GRANT application
subm ssion for the FY 1998 Super NOFA. The (Nanme of Local HUD HUB
Field Ofice) has conducted the initial screening of your
application. Your subm ssion was found technically deficient in
the foll ow ng areas:

( SAVPLE)

2.
3.

Pl ease provide the additional information and/or corrected
certification(s) for the identified deficiencies within 14 days
fromthe date of this letter. Please submt your corrections to:

Nane of Local HUB Field Ofice
Addr ess

Nane of contact person

Phone Number

Fax Nunber

| f you have any questions, please contact (Insert contact
name and phone nunber).

Thank you for your interest in the Departnent's prograns.

Si ncerely,



APPENDI X 5: ENVI RONVENTAL REQUI REMVENTS/ REVI EVER CERTI FI CATI ON
ENVI RONVENTAL REQUI REMENTS

NO ENVI RONMENTAL REQUI REMENTS ARE ANTI Cl PATED FOR PHDEP
APPALI| CATI ONS

For NAADP applications, if the applicant proposes to fund new
construction, rehabilitation (not including retrofitting), or
real property acquisition, the field office shall identify the
application as needing an environnental review. The field office
shal |l conplete the environnental review as early as possible and
docunent its finding on Form HUD 4128. The environnental review
shal |l be conpleted before the field office conpletes its

eval uati on of the application. Should the environnental review

i ndi cate adverse environnmental inpacts, the application may be
downgraded or rejected (63 FR 15601). The PIH Division Director
shall sign Item 14 of the 4128 as "HUD Approving official" and
shall retain the 4128 in the field office project file and
forward any project environnmental deficiencies attached to the
rating sheets to the public Housing G ants Managenent Center

i ncludi ng any environnmental conditions that should be made a part
of any grant approval packages.



APPENDI X 5A REVI EWER CERTI FI CATI ON

HUD REFORM ACT PROVI SI ONS FOR REVI EVERS
The HUD Reform Act of 1989 prohibits any applicant from gaining
an advantage in the conpetition as a result of receiving
confidential information. The Final Rule, (24 CFR Part 4),
“Prohi bition of Advance Di scl osure of Fundi ng Deci si ons”
i npl enments Section 103 of the Reform Act, which specifically
prohi bits advance di sclosure of the foll ow ng:
1) Information regarding an applicant’s rel ative standing;
2) Anpunt of assistance requested by any other applicant;
3) ldentify of any other applicant;
4) Nunber of applications; and

5) Any other information contained in another application.

| understand the provisions of this regulation:

Revi ewer Si gnhat ure

Dat e










APPENDI X 6: FY 1998 SCORE SHEETS AND SUWMMARY SHEET FOR FACTORS
1 THROUGH 5

SEE ATTACHED SUMVARY SHEET AND
SCORE SHEETS FOR 1 THROUGH 5



FY 1998 SCPRING FACTORS
or

Public and T'ndi an Housin

DRUG ELT M NATT ON PRC

PHDEP and NAADP

SUMVARY SHEET

APPLI CANT NAME:

APPLI CATI ON TYPE: ' 97 PHDEP 98 PHDEP__ New Approach
| DENTI FI ER

(HA CCDE OR PRQIECT#)

Ez/ EC Max. 2

Factor 1 Max. 20

Factor 2 Max. 25

Factor 3 Max. 35

Factor 4 Max. 10

Factor 5 Max. 10

G and Total Score

Maxi mum Poi nt s Possi bl e 102

APC Revi ewer Signature Dat e
Panel Leader Signature Dat e
APC Prog. Myr/ Asst. Signature Dat e
FOGA Signature Dat e




FY 1998 FI NAL BUDGET DATA
[ NPUT SHEET

Instructions: This sheet is to be conpleted using information from
t he SF-424A, Budget Information, wth budget Narrative and
supporting docunentation found in Tab 4 for PHDEP, and Tab 3 for
New Approach applications. FGs shall conplete the third col um
(funds requested) and submt with the conpl eted score sheets for
each application. APC staff shall conplete colum 4 (approved
amount s) once Factors 2 and 3 have been scored, and ineligible
activities and/or costs have been identified.

Sections 2 and 3 of the Budget |nput Sheet identify ineligible
activities or costs and special conditions if application is
funded. To the extent FGs identify ineligible activities/costs
and/ or special conditions during the rating of Factors 1, 4, and 5,
such shall be noted on this form APC staff will add to ineligible
activities and special conditions as necessary, upon conpletion of
review ng Factors 2 and 3.

SECTI ON 1. DATA | NPUT SHEET

Appl i cant Nane:
HA Code/ Proj ect #:

TYPE OF CGRANT: ' 97 PHDEP ' 98 PHDEP NEW APPRQOACH
| TEM ACTIVITY FO APC
FUNDS APPROVED
REQUESTED AMOUNT
9110 Rei nbur senent of
Law Enf or cenent $ $
1. Dedi cated PH
Di vi si on/ Bur eau $ $
TOTAL 9110 BLI FUNDI NG $ $
9120 Enpl oynent of

Security Personnel

1. HA enpl oyed security
guar ds. $ $



2. Contracted security

guar ds $ $
3. HA Police Depts. $ $

TOTAL 9120 BLI FUNDI NG $
9130 Enpl oynent of

| nvestigators $
9140 Vol untary Tenant

Patrol s $
9150 Physi cal | nprovenents $
PROGRAMG TO REDUCE | LLEGAL DRUGS
9160 Drug Prevention $
9170 Drug Intervention $
9180 Drug Treat nent $
GRANT ADM NI STRATI VE COSTS
9190 Q her Program costs $
TOTAL FUNDS REQUESTED
| f applicable, total funding after
adjustnents listed in Section 2 $
| have verified the unit count at
FOGA Signature Dat e
APC Panel Leader

Signature Dat e




Budget Data | nput Sheet
Section 2. | NELIGABLE ACTIVITI ES

Appl i cant Nane:
HA Code/ Proj ect #:

TYPE OF GRANT: ' 97 PHDEP ' 98 PHDEP NEW APPRCACH

The reviewer(s) nust list any ineligible itens by activity and cost
obj ective from budget and deduct fromthe requested fundi ng anount.
Al'l deductions nust be justified with comment by the scorer and
verified by a panel |eader.

| NELI G BLE ACTI VI TY/ COST AMOUNT TAB# JUSTI FI CATI ON
DEDUCTED PAGE#



Budget Data | nput Sheet

Section 3. |F APPLICABLE, SPECIAL CONDI TIONS TO GRANT AGREEMENT
(FORM HUD- 1044) . COVPLETED BY FO AND APC STAFF

Appl i cant Nane:
HA Code/ Proj ect #:

TYPE OF GRANT: ' 97 PHDEP ' 98 PHDEP NEW APPRCACH

SPECI AL CONDI Tl ONS:



FY 1998 SCORI NG FACTORS
EZ/ EC

APPLI CANT NAME:
FO REVI EMER NAME
DATE OF REVI EW

| DENTI FI ER (HA CCDE OR PRQJECT
#)

Has the applicant certified that its activities/projects
(must be eligible) are in a Federally designated EZ/ EC and
that it serves the EZ/EC residents and that its
activities/projects are consistent wwth the EZ/ EC strategic

pl an.



2 point if yes

0 points if no

FOGA Si gnature Dat e




FY 1998 SCORI NG FACTORS

FACTOR 1 ( PHDEP)
(To be conpleted by field offices)

APPLI CANT NAME:
| DENTI FI ER (HA CCDE OR PRQJECT
#)

CAPACI TY OF THE APPLI CANT AND RELEVANT ORGANI ZATI ONAL
EXPERI ENCE
MAXI MUM PO NTS: 20

This factor addresses the extent to which applicant has
resources to successfully inplenent the proposed activities
inatinmely manner. Rating includes any subcontractors,
consul tants, sub-recipients, and nenbers of consortia
commtted to project. It is divided into four sub-factors
and scores, as follows.

1. KNOALEDGE AND EXPERI ENCE OF STAFF I N
MANAG NG GRANTS (5 points meaxi oum
2. PERFORVMANCE | N MANAG NG DRUG ELI M NATI ON
FUNDI NG OVER PREVI OQUS 5 YEARS (5 points maxinmum)
3. SUBM SSI ON CF EVI DENCE OF EFFORTS TO REDUCE
OTHER DRUG RELATED CRIME (7 points pmaximum
4. PERFORVANCE | N ADM NI STERI NG OTHER GRANTS
(3 points maxi mum

TOTAL (20 points maxi num

A detail ed description of each sub-factor follows. After they
are rated, copy scores above, then total.

FO Revi ewer Signature Dat e

FOGA Si gnature Dat e




FACTOR 1 PHDEP cont d.
Applicant nanme or identifier

1. KNOALEDGE AND EXPERI ENCE OF STAFF | N MANAG NG GRANTS
(5 points)

Revi ewers shall consi der PHVAP, physical inspections,
nmonitoring records, audits, and LOCCS reports. Wen making
coments, indicate the Tab and page nunber in the
application containing the information on which the comments
and score are based.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:

10



FACTOR 1 PHDEP cont d.
Applicant nanme or identifier

2. PERFORMANCE | N MANAG NG DRUG ELI M NATI ON FUNDI NG OVER
PREVI QUS 5 YEARS
(5 points)

Consi der applicants past experience/ability to track drug-
related crinme, screening/lease procedures, inplenentation of
“One Strike/You're Qut”, and coll aborations with
government /| aw enf orcenent agenci es.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:

11



FACTOR 1 PHDEP cont d.
Applicant nanme or identifier

3. SUBM SSI ON OF EVI DENCE OF EFFORTS TO REDUCE OTHER DRUG
RELATED CRI ME
(7 points)

I ncl udes work with Operation Safe Home, SNAP, Wed and Seed,
or tenant and/or |aw enforcenent groups.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:

12



FACTOR 1 PHDEP cont d.
Applicant nanme or identifier

4. PERFORVANCE | N ADM NI STERI NG OTHER GRANTS
(3 points)

Consi der applicant’s participation in HUD grants within | ast
3 years and degree of success in inplenenting/ managi ng
(programinpl enmentation, tinmely drawdown of funds, tinely
subm ssion of reports, satisfactory outcones related to

pl an/ti nmetabl e, audit conpliance, unresolved findings from
prior HUD reports.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nts Assi gned

13



FY 1998 SCORI NG FACTORS

FACTOR 1 ( NAADP)
(To be conpleted by field offices)

APPLI CANT NAME:
| DENTI FI ER (HA CCDE OR PRQJECT
#)

CAPACI TY OF THE APPLI CANT AND RELEVANT ORGANI ZATI ONAL
EXPERI ENCE
MAXI MUM PO NTS: 20

This factor addresses extent to which applicant has
resources to successfully inplenent the proposed activities
in effective, efficient, and tinely manner. It is divided
into three sub-factors and scores, as foll ows.

1. APPLI CANT' S/ SUBGRANTEES SUCCESSFUL
EXPERI ENCE | N USI NG SI M LAR STRATEAQ ES
TO ALLEVI ATE CRIME (7 points peximumy
2. STRENGTH OF APPLI CANT' S PARTNERSHI P
AS | T RELATES TO ELI M NATI NG
CRIME (6 points Preximumy
3. APPLI CANT' S ADM NI STRATI VE CAPACI TY
TO | MPLEMENT GRANT

3a. (4 points maximm

3b. (3 points maxi num

TOTAL (20 points maxi num

A detail ed description of each sub-factor follows. After
they are rated, copy scores above, then total.

FO Revi ewer Signature Dat e

FOGA Si gnature Dat e

14



FACTOR 1 NAADP contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

1. APPLI CANT" S/ SUBGRANTEES SUCCESSFUL EXPERI ENCE | N USI NG
SI M LAR STRATEG ES TO ALLEVI ATE CRI ME
(7 points)

Revi ewers shall consider applicant’s denonstration that it
has worked in partnership with its subgrantee(s) using a
simlar strategy that reduced crinme in and/or around
Assi st ed Housi ng devel opnents. Applicant nust show
reduction in crine as indicated in Factor 3. Exanples of

ot her federal progranms pronoting such partnerships are
Operati on Safe Hone, Safe Nei ghborhood Action Program and
to sonme extent, the Drug Elimnation Program |n absence of
previ ous partnerships, experience of applicant will weigh
nore heavily than experience of subgrantees in assignnent of
partial points.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:

15



FACTOR 1 NAADP contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

2. STRENGTH OF APPLI CANT' S PARTNERSHI P AS | T RELATES TO
ELI M NATI NG CRI ME
(6 points)

Consi der strength of resource commtnents (both the anount
and firmess of commtnents) by subgrantees; evidence of
subgrantees’ (including project tenants’) pre-application
role in devel opment of plan and prospective role in

i npl ementation; capacity of Assisted Housing devel opnents’
owner shi p/ managenent (based on nmanagenent revi ews by
governing public entities) to undertake their share of
responsibilities in partnership and to cooperate with | aw
enforcenment actions; wllingness of |ocal governnment to use
prosecutor’s office as | ead agency in inplenenting grant;
use of additional partners other than “Eligible Applicants”;
and effectiveness of partnership structure.

St rengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:

16



FACTOR 1 NAADP contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

3. APPLI CANT" S ADM NI STRATI VE CAPACI TY TO | MPLEMENT GRANT
(7 points)

Consider quality and anount of staff allocated to grant
activity; anticipated effectiveness of systens for
budgeti ng, procurenent, draw down, allocation, and
accounting for funds; lines of accountability; coordinating
t he partnership; and assuring applicant’s/subgrantee’s
commtnments will be net.

3A. ldentification of participation in HUD grant

prograns over |ast 3 years
(4 points)

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:

17



FACTOR 1 NAADP contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

3B. Field Ofice evaluation on success in inplenenting
successful prograns over |ast 3 years
(3 points)

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:

18



FY 1998 SCORI NG FACTORS

FACTOR 2 ( PHDEP and NAADP)
(To be conpl eted by APC s)

APPLI CANT NAME:

REVI EVER NANME

DATE OF REVI EW

| DENTI FI ER (HA CCDE OR PRQJECT
#)

NEEDY EXTENT OF PROBLEM
MAXI MUM PO NTS: 25

This factor addresses extent to which there is need for
funding the proposed activities to address a docunented
problemin target area (degree of severity of drug-rel ated
crime problemin project proposed for funding). It is
divided into two sub-factors and scores as foll ows.

1. OBJECTI VE CRI ME DATA
15 poi nts maxi mum

2. OTHER CRI ME DATA
(10 points maxi mum

TOTAL (25 points maxi num

A detail ed description of each sub-factor follows. After
they are rated, copy scores above, then total.

19



FACTOR 2 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

1. OBJECTI VE CRI ME DATA (15 points)

Revi ewers shall consider subm ssion of verifiable records
(not anecdotal reports). \Wiere appropriate, statistics
shoul d be reported both in real nunbers and as an annual
percentage of the residents in each devel opnent (e.g., 20
arrests in a two-year period for distribution of heroinin a
devel opment with 100 residents reflects a 20% occurrence
rate). Refer to type and quality of data, as descri bed

bel ow, when assi gni ng points.

Choose and assign points to one of the foll ow ng categories:

_____ (11-15 points) Applicant provides the best
objective/data to clearly outline the problem thoroughly
docunents crinme statistics by listing types of crine by
UniformCrine Reports (UCR) Parts 1 and 2 standards, drug
activity is clearly defined including where and to whom it
is sold and how drug narkets operate.

_____ (6-10 points) Applicant provides sone objective data
out | i ni ng/ descri bi ng/ anal yzi ng the nature and frequency of
crime, includes crine statistics including |ist of drug-
related and other crime and their nature and frequency, and
defines the who, where, and how of drug activity.

_____ (0-5 points) Applicant provides little or no evidence

of objective crine data, crine statistics by type of crine,
or description of drug activities.

20



FACTOR 2 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

21



FACTOR 2 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

2. OTHER CRI ME DATA--Supporting Data on Extent of Drug-
Rel ated Crinme (10 points)

To extent objective data as descri bed above nay not be
avai l abl e, or to conplenent that data, assessnent nust use
data fromother verifiable sources that have a direct
bearing on drug-related crinme in devel opnents proposed for
assi stance under this program However, if other rel evant
information is to be used in place of objective data, the
application nust indicate reasons why objective data could
not be obtained and what efforts were made to obtain it, and
will be made during grant period to begin obtaining the
data. O her data may include surveys of residents and staff
in targeted devel opnents, research/ governnent studies,
vandal i sm cost, information from schools, health providers,
residents, and governnment officials; and verifiable

opi ni ons/ observations of individual having direct know edge
of drug-related crine and nature and frequency of problens

i n devel opnents proposed for assistance.

Choose and assign points to one of the foll ow ng categories:

_____ (8-10 points) Applicant includes other docunentation
as descri bed above to conpl enent objective data or

t horoughly and reasonably expl ai ns why such docunentation
coul d not be obtained, what efforts were nmade to obtain it
and will be nmade to obtain it in the future; other data
submtted clearly describes the nature and frequency of
crime, and has a direct bearing on drug-related crinme in the
devel opnent proposed for assistance.

_____ (4-7 points) Applicant includes sone of the other
docunent ati on as descri bed above, includes other
docunent ati on which partially describes the nature and
frequency of crime and/or types of crine including drug-
related and other crinmes; and/or provides drug activity by
whomit is being sold to, where and how it is sold, and how
drug markets are operating.

_____ (0-3 points) Applicant provides little or no evidence
of additional supporting docunentation as described above.

22



FACTOR 2 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

23



FY 1998 SCORI NG FACTORS

FACTOR 3 ( PHDEP and NAADP)
(To be conpl eted by APC s)

APPLI CANT NAME:

REVI EVER NANME

DATE OF REVI EW

| DENTI FI ER (HA CCDE OR PRQJECT
#)

SOUNDNESS OF APPROACH QUALI TY OF PLAN
MAXI MUM PO NTS: 35

This factor addresses the quality and effectiveness of the
applicant's proposed work plan by determning if there are
tangi bl e benefits. It is divided into three sub-factors and
scores as foll ows.

1. QUALI TY OF PLAN TO ADDRESS

THE PROBLEM (15 points peximumy
2. ANTI Cl PATED EFFECTI VENESS

OCF THE PLAN(10 points nmexi oueép
3. PROCESS USED TO COLLECT,

ANALYZE, AND REPORT PART |

AND I'l CRIMES (10 points maxi mum

TOTAL (35 points maxi num

A detail ed description of each sub-factor follows. After
they are rated, copy scores above, then total.

24



FACTOR 3 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

1.  QUALITY OF PLAN TO ADDRESS THE PROBLEM (15 poi nts)

Revi ewers shall consider the quality of the applicant's plan
to address the drug-related crinme problem and the problens
associated wth drug-related crine in the devel opnents
proposed for funding, the resources allocated, and how wel |
the proposed activities fit wth the plan.

Choose and assign points to one of the foll ow ng categories:

_____ (11-15 points) The applicant clearly denonstrates a
relati onship between the crine statistics and the proposed
progr amns.

_____ (6-10 points) The applicant denonstrates a
relationship between the crine statistics and the proposed
progr amns.

_____ (0-5 points) The applicant denonstrates little or no

relati onship between the crine statistics and the proposed
progr ans.

25



FACTOR 3 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

26



FACTOR 3 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

2. ANTI Cl PATED EFFECTI VENESS OF THE PLAN AND RATI ONALE FOR
THE PROPOSED ACTI VI TI ES | NCLUDI NG EVI DENCE OF PAST
EFFECTI VENESS (10 poi nts)

Revi ewers shall consider the anticipated effectiveness of
the plan and proposed activities in reducing or elimnating
drug-related crinme problens i medi ately and over an extended
period, including whether the proposed activities enhance
and are coordi nated with ongoi ng or proposed prograns
sponsored by HUD, such as Nei ghbor hood Networks, Canpus of
Learners, Conputerized Community Connections, Operation Safe
Hone, " "One Strike and You're Qut,'' Departnent of Justice
Weed and Seed Efforts, or any other prevention intervention
treatnent activities.

Revi ewers shall determine if the rationale for the proposed
activities and net hods used includi ng evidence that proposed
activities have been effective in simlar circunstances in
controlling drug-related crine. If the applicant proposes
new net hods for which there is |imted know edge of the

ef fectiveness, the reviewer shall determ ne how well the
appl i cant provides the basis for nodifying past practices
and validity of the applicant's rationale that the

nmodi fication wll yield nore effective results.

Choose and assign points to one of the foll ow ng categories:

_____ (8-10 points) The reviewer determ nes that the
proposed prograns will have a positive inpact on the
applicant's crinme and drug problem Furthernore, the
appl i cant denonstrates the absolute effectiveness of the
proposed prograns in the past.

_____ (4-7 points) The reviewer determ nes that the
proposed prograns nmay have a positive inpact on the
applicants crine and drug problem Al so, the applicant
denonstrates that the proposed prograns have been noderately
effective in the past.

_____ (0-3 points) The reviewer determ nes that the
proposed prograns will have little or no inpact on the
applicants crine and drug problem And, the applicant does
not denonstrate that the proposed prograns have been
effective in the past.

27



FACTOR 3 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

28



FACTOR 3 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

3. PROCESS USED TO COLLECT, ANALYZE, AND REPORT PART | AND
Il CRIMES AS DEFI NED BY THE UNI FORM CRI ME REPORTI NG
SYSTEM AND SPECI FI C STEPS THE APPLI CANT W LL TAKE TO
SHARE AND COORDI NATE | NFORMATI ON W TH LAW ENFORCEMENT
AND OTHER GOVERNMENT AGENCI ES (10 poi nts)

Revi ewers shall consider the process that the applicant wll
use to collect, maintain, analyze and report Part | and |
crinmes and police workl oad data. The revi ewer shal
determne if the applicant includes a nethod for assessing
the inpact of activities on the collected crinme statistics
on an on-goi ng basis during the award peri od.

Furthernore, the reviewer shall determ ne how well the
applicant intends to share and coordinate information on

sol utions and outcones with other |aw enforcenent and

gover nment al agenci es, including descriptions of any witten
agreenents that are in place or that will be put in place.

Choose and assign points to one of the foll ow ng categories:

_____ (8-10 points) The applicant denonstrates a sound and
effective process for gathering crime statistics.
Furthernore, the applicant denonstrates a detailed plan for
coordinating information with other entities.

_____ (4-7 points) The applicant docunents a process for
gathering crinme statistics. Also, the applicant docunents a
pl an for coordinating information with other entities.

_____ (0-3 points) The applicant provides little or no
docunentation for gathering crime statistics and the
applicant provides little or no information on coordinating
activities with other entities.

29



FACTOR 3 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

30



FACTOR 4 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

FY 1998 SCORI NG FACTORS

FACTOR 4 (PHDEP and NAADP)

APPLI CANT NAME:
| DENTI FI ER (HA CODE OR PROJECT #)

LEVERAG NG RESOURCES ( SUPPORT OF RESI DENTS, LOCAL
GOVERNVENT, AND COVMUNI TY | N PLANNI NG | MPLEMENTATI ON OF
PROPOSED ACTI VI Tl ES
MAXI MUM PO NTS: 10

This factor addresses the ability of the applicant to secure
community and government resources which can be conbi ned
with HUD s program resources to achi eve program purposes and
the extent to which these initiatives are used to | everage
resources for the housing authority community, and are part
of the conprehensive plan and perfornmance nmeasures outli ned
in Rating Factor 3, Soundness of Approach—Quality of Plan.

1. EVI DENCE OF COVMM TMENT OF FUNDI NG
(3 points maxi mum

2. ROLE OF COVWUNI TY | N PLANNI NG
AND | MPLEMENTI NG APPROACH
IN FACTOR 3 (2 points maxinrumy
3. EXTENT OF | NVOLVEMENT OF LOCAL/ TRI BAL
GOVERNMENT OFFI Cl ALS | N DESI GNI NG AND
| MPLEMENTI NG OF APPLI CANT' S PLAN
I N FACTOR 3 (2 points maxi nun) NOTE:
For New Approach, this also includes
review of the description of the
Nei ghbor hood and Assi sted Housi ng
devel opnents in the nei ghborhood.
4. EXTENT LOCAL GOVERNMVENT HAS MET LOCAL
LAW ENFORCEMENT OBLI GATI ONS UNDER THE
COOPERATI ON AGREEMENT REQUI RED BY THE
ANNUAL CONTRI BUTI ONS CONTRACT FOR
HOUSI NG AUTHORI TI ES (3 poi nts nmaxi mun

TOTAL (10 points maxi num

FO Revi ewer Signature Dat e

FOGA Signature Dat e
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FACTOR 4 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

1.  EVIDENCE OF COW TMENTS OF FUNDI NG, STAFF, OR | N-KI ND
RESOURCES; PARTNERSHI P AGREEMENTS: AND ONGO NG OR
PLANNED COOPERATI VE EFFORTS W TH LAW ENFORCEMENT
AGENC| ES, MEMORANDA OF UNDERSTANDI NG, OR AGREEMENTS TO
PARTI Cl PATE. COVM TMENTS MUST BE S| GNED BY AN
OFFI CI AL OF THE ORGANI ZATI ON LEGALLY ABLE TO MAKE
COMM TMENTS FOR THE ORGANI ZATI ON.  EVI DENCE OF
COVMM TMENT MUST | NCLUDE ORGANI ZATI ON NAMVE, RESOURCES,
AND RESPONSI Bl LI TI ES OF EACH PARTI Cl PANT. THI S ALSO
| NCLUDES | NTERAGENCY ACTI VI TI ES ALREADY UNDERTAKEN,

PARTI Cl PATI ON | N LOCAL, STATE, TRIBAL, OR FEDERAL ANTI -
DRUG RELATED CRI ME EFFORTS SUCH AS EDUCATI ON, TRAI NI NG,
AND EMPLOYMENT PROVI SI ONS OF WELFARE REFORM EFFORTS,
OPERATI ON WEED AND SEED, OPERATI ON SAFE HOVE, LOCAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT | NI TI ATI VES AND/ OR SUCCESSFUL COORDI NATI ON
OF | TS LAW ENFORCEMENT W TH LOCAL, STATE, TRIBAL, OR
FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCI ES. (3 points)

Revi ewers shall determne the extent to which the
application denonstrates the existence of witten
commtnents for the above resources; describes partnership
in other governnmental anti-drug related crinme efforts;
and/ or successful coordination of its |aw enforcement with
ot her governnental |aw enforcenent agenci es.

St rengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #
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FACTOR 4 contd
Appl i cant nanme or

identifier

Poi nt s Assi gned:
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FACTOR 4 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

2. ROLE OF COVWMUNI TY | N PLANNI NG AND | MPLEMENTI NG APPROACH
I N FACTOR 3 (2 points)

Revi ewers shall determ ne how well the applicant has

descri bed the Nei ghborhood and the Assisted Housi ng

Devel opnents in the Nei ghborhood (New Approach only), and
shall determne the extent to which residents (PHDEP only),
appl i cabl e community organi zati ons, and | aw enf or cenent
agenci es have been involved in planning the activities
described in the application and what role they will have in
carrying out such activities.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:
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FACTOR 4 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

3.  EXTENT OF | NVOLVEMENT OF LOCAL/ TRI BAL GOVERNVENT
OFFI CI ALS | N DESI GNI NG AND | MPLEMENTI NG OF APPLI CANT' S
PLAN | N FACTOR 3 (2 points)

Revi ewers shall determne the extent to which conmmunity
representatives and Tribal, local, State and Federal
Governnent officials, including | aw enforcenent agency
officials, were actively involved in the design and

i npl enmentation of the applicant's plan and will continue to
be involved in inplenenting such activities during and after
t he period of funding.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:
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FACTOR 4 contd.
Applicant nanme or identifier

4. EXTENT LOCAL GOVERNMENT HAS MET LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT
OBLI GATI ONS UNDER THE COOPERATI ON AGREEMENT REQUI RED BY
HA' s ANNUAL CONTRI BUTI ONS CONTRACT W TH HUD (3 poi nts)

Revi ewers shall determne the extent to which the rel evant
governnmental jurisdiction has net its |ocal |aw enforcenent
obl i gati ons under the Cooperation Agreenent with the
applicant (as required by the Housing Authority’ s Annual
Contributions Contract with HUD). The revi ewer nust
determne if the applicant has described the current |evel

of baseline |ocal |aw enforcenent services being provided to
t he housi ng aut hority/devel opnents proposed for assistance.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:
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FY 1998 SCORI NG FACTORS

FACTOR 5 ( PHDEP and NAADP)
(To be conpleted by Secretary’ s Representatives)

APPLI CANT NAME:

| DENTI FI ER (HA CODE OR PROJECT #)

COMPREHENS| VENESS AND COORDI NATI ON
MAXI MUM PO NTS: 10

This factor addresses the extent to which the applicant
coordinated its activities with other known organi zati ons,
partici pates or pronotes participation in a community's
Consol i dat ed Pl anni ng process, and is working towards
addressing a need in a holistic and conprehensi ve manner

t hrough |inkages with other activities in the community.
crime problemin project proposed for funding). It is
divided into three sub-factors and scores as foll ows.

1. COORDI NATI ON OF PROPOSED ACTI VI TI ES
W TH OTHER GROUPS PRI OR TO SUBM SSI ON
(3 points mexioug
2. STEPS TAKEN OR TO BE TAKEN TO BECOVE
| N\VOLVED | N COVWLUNI TI ES' S CONSOLI DATED
PLANNI NG PRCCESS (3 points maximumy
3. STEPS TAKEN TO DEVELOP LI NKAGES
TO COORDI NATE COMPREHENSI VE SOLUTI ONS
(4 points maxi mum

TOTAL (10 points maxi num

Signature Dat e
Secretary’s Representative
or desi gnee
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1.  COORDI NATI ON OF PROPOSED ACTI VI TI ES W TH OTHER GROUPS PRI OR
TO SUBM SSI ON | N ORDER TO BEST COVPLEMENT, SUPPORT, AND
COORDI NATE ALL KNOWN ACTI VI TIES (3 poi nts)

Revi ewers shall determ ne how well the applicant has coordi nated
its proposed activities wwth those of either groups of

organi zations prior to subm ssion in order to best conpl enent,
support and coordinate all known activities and if funded, the
specific steps it will take to share informati on on solutions and
outcones with others. The applicant should have descri bed any
written agreenents, nenoranda of understanding in place, or what
will be in place after award.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:
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2. STEPS TAKEN OR TO BE TAKEN TO BECOVE | NVOLVED | N
COVMUNI TI ES' S CONSOLI DATED PLANNI NG PROCESS (3 poi nts)

The reviewer shall consider the steps the applicant has taken or
will take to becone active in the comunity's Consol i dated

Pl anni ng process (including the Analysis of Inpedinents to Fair
Housi ng Choice), or in the case of Native Anerican clientele,
participation in the tribe/ TDHES I ndi an Housing Plan (I HP)
process, established to identify and address a need/ probl emt hat
is related to the activities the applicant proposes.

Strengt hs TAB/ Pg. #

Weaknesses TAB/ Pg. #

Poi nt s Assi gned:
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3A.

3B.

Poi nt s Assi gned:

STEPS TAKEN TO DEVELOP LI NKAGES TO COCRDI NATE
COMPREHENSI VE SOLUTI ONS THROUGH MEETI NGS, | NFORVATI ON
NETWORKS, PLANNI NG PROCESSES, OR OTHER MECHANI SMS W TH
(4 points):

O her HUD-funded projects/activities outside the scope of

t hose covered by the Consolidated Plan, or in the case of
Native American clientele, participation in the tribe/ TDHEs
| ndi an Housi ng Pl an; and

YES
NO

Comrent s TAB/ Pg. #

O her Federal, State, locally, or tribally funded
activities, including those proposed, or ongoing in the
comunity.

Comrent s TAB/ Pg. #
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